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Act_____________
Section______________________

Rule ______________________
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Dear Mr Montano

This is in response to your letter dated September 172012 concerning the shareholder

proposal submitted to D.R. Horton by Patrick Missud Copies of all of the correspondence on

which this response is based will be made available on our website at http//www.sec.gov/

divisions/corpfin/cf-uoactionhl4a-8.shtml For your reference brief discussion of the

Divisions informal procedures regarding shareholder proposals is also available at the same

website address

Sincerely

TedYu

Senior Special
Counsel

Enclosure

cc Patrick Missud

missudpatyahoo.com
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Washington DC 20549

Thomas Montano

Dit Horton Inc

tbmontano@thhorton.com

Re D.R Horton Inc

Incoming letter dated September 172012



October 23 2012

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Re D.R Horton Inc

Incoming letter dated September 172012

The proposal requests that D.R Horton audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for

compliance with all federal and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record that

DHI Mortgage conforms to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance

documents

There appears to be some basis for your view that D.R Horton may exclude the proposal

under rule 14a-8i4 In this regard we note that the proposal appears to relate to the redress of

personal claim or grievance against the company Accordingly we will not recommend

enforcement action to the Commission if DR Horton omits the proposal from its proxy

materials in reliance on rule 14a-8i4

Sincerely

Ted Yu

Senior Special Counsel



DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREhoLDER PROPOSALS

The Division of Corporation Finance believes that its responsibility with respect to

matters arising under Rule 14a-8 t17 CFR 240.14a-8 as with other matters under the proxy

rules is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions

and to determine initially whether or not i.t may be appropriate in particular matter to

recommend enforcement action to the Commission In connection with aliareho proposal

under Rule 14a-8 the Divisions staff considers the information furnished to it by the Company
in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Companys proxy materials as well

as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponents rØpresentativØ

Although Rule 14a-8k does not require any communications from shareholders to the

Commissions staff the staff will always consider iæformatiQn concerning alleged violations of

the statutes administered by the Commission including argument as to whether or not activities

proposed to be taken would be violative of the statute or rUle involved The receipt by the staff

of such information however should not be construed as changing the staffs informal

procedures and proxy review into formal or adversary procedure

It is important to note that the staffs and Commissions no-action responses to

Rule 14a-8j submissions reflect only informal views The determinationsreached in these no-

action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of companys position with respept to the

proposal Only court such aà U.S District Court can decide whether company is obligated

to include shareholder proposals in its proxy materials Accordingly discretionary

determination not to recommend or take Commission enforcement action does not preclude

proponent or any shareholder of a.company from pursuing any rights he or she may have against

the company in court should the management omit the proposal from the companys proxy

material
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September 17 2012

VIA E-MAIL
Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE
Washington DC 20549

Re D.R Horton Inc

Stockholder Proposal ofPatrick Missud

Securiiies Exchange Act of 1934Rule 14a-8

Ladies and Gentlemen

This letter is to inform you that D.R Horton Inc the Company intends to omit from

its proxy statement and form of proxy for its 2013 Annual Meeting of Stockholders collectively

the 2013 Proxy Materials stockholder proposal the Proposal and statements in support

thereof received from Patrick Missud Mr Missud or the Proponent

Pursuant to Rule 14a8j we have

filed this letter with the Securities and Exchange Commission the Commission no

later than eighty 80 calendar days before the Company intends to file its definitive

2013 Proxy Materials with the Commission and

concurrently sent copies of this correspondence to the Proponent

Rule 14a-8k and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14D Nov 2008 SLB 14D provide that

stockholder proponents are required to send companies copy of any correspondence that the

proponents elect to submit to the Commission or the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance

the Staff Accordingly we are taking this opportunity to inform the Proponent that if the

Proponent elects to submit additional correspondence to the Commission or the Staff with

respect to this Proposal copy of that correspondence should be furnished concurrently to the

undersigned on behalf of the Company pursuant to Rule 14a-8k and SLB 14D

THE PROPOSA.L

The Proposal requests that the Company audit its subsidiary DElI Mortgage for

compliance with all federal and state laws and that the Board confirrnsfor the record that DHI

Mortgage conforms to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

The Proposals supporting statement refers to several complaints lawsuits and websites

containing allegations of misconduct by DHI Mortgage and other lenders including allegations

of fraud antitrust violations and predatory lending copy of the Proposal as well as related

correspondence with the Proponent is attached to this letter as Exhibit

3011 Commerce St Suite 500 FortWorthTexas 76402

817390-8200 EAX 817 390-1712

WWW.drhortofl.Com
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BASIS FOR EXCLUSION

We hereby respectfully request that the Staff concur in our view that the Proposal may be

excluded from the 2013 Proxy Materials pursuant to Rule 14a-8i4 because the Proposal

relates to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the Company As we explain

below the Proponent has long-standing personal grievance against the Company stemming

from his experience purchasing home from the Company The Proponent has pursued his

personal grievance against the Company for the past eight years through among other things

state and federal lawsuits letter-writing and e-mail campaign mass mailings and websites with

names such as www.drhortonsucks.info

Beginning in 2008 the Proponent added the tactic of submitting stockholder proposals to

his campaign submitting for the Companys 2009 Annual Meeting of Stockholders proposal

similar to the present Proposal and for the Companys 2010 2011 and 2012 Annual Meetings of

Stockholders proposals nearly identical to the present Proposal The Company requested and

was granted no-action relief with respect to the 2009 2010 and 2011 proposals under

Rule 4a-8f because the Proponent failed to timely provide the requisite proof of continuous

stock ownership in response to the Companys proper request for that information See D.R

Horton Inc avail Sept 30 2010 D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 16 2009 D.R Horton Inc

avail Nov 21 2008 The Company requested and was granted no-action relief with respect to

the 2012 proposal under Rule 4a-8i4 because as recognized in the Staffs response letter

the proposal appears to relate to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the

company D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 16 2011

The Company likewise requests no-action relief with respect to the Proponents current

Proposal which like the 2012 proposal is properly excludable from the Companys proxy

materials under Rule 14a-8i4 because it relates to the redress of personal claim or grievance

against the Company In addition because it is clear that the Proponent intends to continue to

submit similar proposals in furtherance of his personal grievancesthe Proponent candidly

stated in his August 2011 cover letter accompanying the 2012 proposal which letter he again

attached to his submission of the current Proposal that My intent is to be lifelong DHI

shareholder and hold the requisite number of shares to entitle me to submit proposals..

indefinitely .the Company further requests that the Staff state that such no-action relief

shall apply to any future submissions to the Company of the same or similar proposal by the

Proponent

ANALYSIS

The Proposal May Be Excluded Under Rule 14a-8i4 Because The Proposal Relates To

The Redress Of Personal Claim Or Grievance Against The Company

Rule 4a-8i4 permits the exclusion of stockholder proposals that are related to the

redress of personal claim or grievance against company or any other person or ii designed
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to result in benefit to proponent or to further personal interest of proponent which other

stockholders at large do not share The Commission has stated that Rule 14a-8i4 is designed

to insure that the security holder proposal process not abused by proponents attempting to

achieve personal ends that are not necessarily in the common interest of the issuers shareholders

generally Exchange Act Release No 20091 Aug 16 1983 Moreover the Commission has

noted that cost and time involved in dealing with stockholder proposal involving

personal grievance or furthering personal interest not shared by other stockholders is

disservice to the interests of the issuer and its security holders at large Exchange Act Release

No 19135 Oct 14 1982

As explained below the Proponent has abused the stockholder proposal process by

submitting stockholder proposal designed to pursue the Proponents own personal grievance

Thus we believe that the Proposal is excludable under Rule 14a-8i4 as it represents the latest

in series of actions that the Proponent has taken in his years-long crusade against the Company

Background

Mr Missud is vexatious litigant who uses state and federal courts various

administrative bodies the internet and e-mail to force the Company and its subsidiary DHI

Mortgage Company Ltd DHI Mortgage to incur time and costs to respond to his frivolous

claims Since 2004 Mr Missud has waged this extensive campaign against the Company and

certain of its officers subsidiaries agents and attorneys Mr Missuds grievance dates back to

November 2003 when Mr Missud and his wife Julie Missud entered into written agreement

with the Company to purchase new home in Nevada and elected to apply for primary

residence financing with DHI Mortgage In February 2004 the Company notified the Missuds

that they had not completed or satisfied lender-required documentation in order to receive

primary residence loan approval by DHI Mortgage

The Missuds risked forfeiting their earnest money and deposit if loan approval was not

obtained in timely manner which is customary condition in home purchase contracts

factor affecting the Missuds loan application was that it appeared that their home purchase

would not qualify for primary residence financing from DHI Mortgage and that they would

need to pursue secondary residence financing unless further information was provided to

support their application The Missuds who resided in California at the time and have

In March 22 2012 order the U.S District Court for the Northern District of California

granted the Companys motion to declare the Proponent vexatious litigant See Exhibit

at page 22 Similarly in September 2012 order regarding different case the same court

ordered the Proponent to show cause why he should not be declared vexatious litigant in

that case See Exhibit
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apparently resided in California since that time did not satisfy DIII Mortgages underwriting

guidelines for primary residence financing The Missuds thereafter advised the Company and

DHI Mortgage that they would finance the home purchase through an outside lender not

affiliated with Company or DIII Mortgage The Missuds did not forfeit any of their earnest

money or deposit In March 2004 the Missuds closed escrow on the home with their chosen

outside lender instead of DIII Mortgage

Mr Missud then launched his campaign against the Company Apparently the Missuds

believed the Company intentionally sought to harm and defraud them in the home buying and

financing process since DHI Mortgage asked them to provide lender-required information and

documentation in support of their primary residence financing application prior to completing

their DIII Mortgage loan Among other things Mr Missuds ongoing campaign includes the

actions listed below

Mr Missud has stated in communications to the Company its counsel and others

including government officials and media outlets that he intends to harm the

Company and its reputation because of the Companys alleged attempts to defraud

him few examples include

In cover letter to the Commission dated August 17 2011 which Mr Missud

also sent to various government officials media outlets and others Mr Missud

listed three reasons for which he believed inclusion of his 2012 proposal in the

Companys 2012 proxy statement was required In summary the reasons listed

by Mr Missud included that the Company had participated in ultra-vires acts

ii the Company or its mortgage company was participating in illegal financial

activities and iiioverwhelming evidence had been gathered that proved that

Company executives had corrupted officials and judges in several states In the

same cover letter Mr Missud claimed that the federal civil rights and corruption

lawsuit filed by Mr Missud would soon name the Company as an additional

defendant In an August 2011 letter to the Company Mr Missud referenced

adding the Company to RICO lawsuit and naming Donald Horton

personally to the lawsuit to satisfy the punitive damages aspect of Mr Missud

threatened lawsuit Mr Horton is the Companys Chairman of the Board See

Exhibit

In an e-mail to the Companys outside legal counsel government officials and

media outlets Mr Missud stated in reference to legal proceedings against
the

Company relating to the alleged fraud Im looking forward to Companys
financial evisceration See Exhibit

In an e-mail to the Companys outside legal counsel Mr Missud stated that as

result of the alleged fraud will eviscerate their company to the
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Company deplete their vast bank accounts destroy their reputations and

hopefully cause as much psychological and physiological damage to them as they

have to thousands of better Americans See Exhibit

In another letter to the Companys outside legal counsel relating to the alleged

fraud Mr Missud wrote In our former matters you and all your Sesame Street

friends made things very difficult and expensive for me in court In response my
solution was to make my puny personal grievance 10000 times more expensive

for Elmo and Grover Horton and Tomnitz Mr Missud continued in the same

letter As before my reaction is to make things horrendously expensive for the

brothers from Deliverance outside of court It is now again time to sponsor as

many class actions regarding construction defects misrepresentations and fraud as

possible. See Exhibit Donald Tomnitz is the Companys Vice

Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer

In letter from Mr Missud dated August 2009 and posted publicly to Mr
Missuds website http//drhortonsjudges.info Mr Missud claimed that the

Company and its mortgage company along with various state and federal judges

and officials and attorneys were conspiring to commit RICO violations relating to

the alleged fraud In this letter Mr Missud stated that My intent is to ruin the

reputations of the named individuals and corporations and to expose the various

governmental entities responsible for DHIs predatory lending. See

Exhibit

In September 22 2008 letter sent to various government officials media outlets

and others Mr Missud stated with respect to the alleged fraud Unless things

are made right will cause this referring to the Companys alleged fraudulent

activities to become national scandal eclipsing Enron MCI Tyco Ameriquest

Countrywide Bear Stearns Indymac Lehman Bros Merrill Lynch Wachovia

WaMu Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac $25B AIG $85B. Goldman

Sachs/Morgan Stanley rescue Mortgage Securities Bailout $700B

See Exhibit

In letter to the office of the Chief Trial Counsel/Intake of the State Bar of

California dated September 21 2009 Mr Missud expressed his frustration that

the State Bar of California was not reacting to his satisfaction to his claims against

the Company and its attorneys and various judges and officials involved in

matters regarding his allegations In this letter Mr Missud stated In 2008

appealed to class action litigators to do what and apparently everyone else could

not do namely touch the untouchable Donald Horton and his Third Reich He

later stated in the same letter Now in 2009 have run out of appeals and

patience but have rather gone straight to the media to expose the official judicial
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corruption Instead of only crying wolf way back in 2004 should have been

screaming holocaust See Exhibit

In an e-mail addressed to State and Federal Agents dated August 2010 and

sent to various government officials and attorneys Mr Missud continued to

express his personal belief that the Company state and federal judges and

government officials are corrupt because they took actions he did not like

regarding his allegations In the e-mail Mr Missud stated Since its obvious

that the criminal directors at DHI are to walk because of their political

connections am now filing my papers first with the media We are up to several

corrupted commissioners in two states several corrupted judiciaries in perhaps

three states several corrupted council people from at least states clear

violations of both state and federal laws in 27 states and very clear retaliation

against federal whistle blower from California Americans will be protected

from Donalds Horton and Tonmitz despite Nevadas best efforts at concealment

and suppression See Exhibit

Mr Missud has also exhibited his animus toward the Company in communications to

other governmental entities

In an April 2012 e-mail addressed to SEC agents and also forwarded to the

Company Mr Missud stated his intent to revise the shareholder proposal that he

submitted to the Company for the 2012 Annual Meeting of Stockholders to

reflect the fact that every single DHI shareholder is in the dark about Dills 27-

state interstate racketeering made possible by the SEC and which is furthered

with judicial help The e-mail also referred to one of the Companys new

developments and stated Once the 38 homes the new development are sold

will contact the new owners to see if they also got bait and switch fmancing bait

and switch materials homes replete with construction defects and/or illegal

denied warranty Ive stock-piled hundreds of these daily notices See Exhibit

Mr Missud recently submitted an affidavit to U.S District Court in connection

with lawsuit he brought against several courts and judges he alleges in part

that they had ignored the purported fraud against him and are corrupt After

serving subpoena to John Stumpf the Chief Executive Officer of Wells Fargo

Company Mr Missud submitted an affidavit to the court regarding the subpoena

In his affidavit which is dated August 29 2012 and which he forwarded to the

Company Mr Missud stated that Mr Stumpfs testimony would be necessary to

prove that Wells Fargo and the Company together originated thousands of

predatory loans which caused the nations foreclosure crisis The affidavit then

stated that ifMr Stumpf pleads the Fifth Amendment Mr Missud will
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alternatively ask him to confirm Mr Missuds ownership of Company stock

which entitles Missud to $EC 14a-8 printing of his Proposal for Action in

DHIs forthcoming Proxy Statement See Exhibit Mr Missuds rationale

was that Mr Stumpfs testimony would serve as the required proof of ownership

from DTC participant regarding Mr Missuds ownership of Company stock

Mr Missud has filed numerous separate lawsuits against the Company its subsidiaries

and various Company officers and personnel related to his personal grievance against the

Company Although Mr Missud is an attorney he has demonstrated little regard for legal

process and procedure in pursuing his personal claims and grievances against the Company as

demonstrated by the following recent court findings many of which occurred after our

September 23 2011 no-action request regarding the Proponents 2012 proposal

In PatrickA Missud eta D.R Horton Inc eta Case No 07A55 1662 filed on

November 13 2007 in the District Court of Nevada County of Clark alleging the

Company defrauded Mr Missud and his wife by engaging in scheme to illegally

condition the sale of the home on the use of the Companys affiliated lender the court

ruled on July 20 2010 that Mr Missud was in contempt of court and that he was in

violation of stipulated protective order The court also awarded the Company

reasonable costs and attorney fees See Exhibit In making its ruling the court

made the following findings of fact and conclusions of law

Patrick Missud admitted to sending threatening communications to witnesses

and counsel in connection with this litigation

There are varying degrees of willfulness of the Plaintiffs Missud and his

wife Julie Missud ranging from knowing willful and intentional conduct with an

intent to prevent the Defendants Horton Inc Ct al being able to identif

the true facts and interview witnesses and more simple intimidation However

the multiple incidents of threats are so pervasive as to exacerbate the prejudice

rather than if each instant were treated as an isolated incident

There is public policy to prevent further abuses and deter litigants from

threatening witnesses in an attempt to advance their claims

There is clear and convincing evidence that Plaintiff Patrick Missud is

knowingly and intentionally in violation of this Stipulated Protective Order and

that he is knowingly and intentionally in contempt of Court

As result of the discovery abuse and the contempt the Plaintiffs Amended

Complaint is stricken
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In PatrickA Missudv D.R Horton Inc eta Case No A13 1566 appeal filed on

July 2011 in the California Court of Appeal the court mied against Mr Missud on

November 22 2011 in his request to overturn monetary judgment against him in

Nevada state court See Exhibit Mr Missuds initial complaint in the Nevada

case alleged that the Company defrauded Mr Missud in the purchase of his home

similar to the concerns raised in the Proposal The California Court of Appeals

found on page of its order Setting aside these procedural inadequacies Missud

briefs contain no comprehensible legal argument as to why the order he challenges

should be reversed

In Patrick Missud and Julie Missud D.R Horton Inc and DHI Mortgage

Company Ltd Case No 56502 appeal filed on July 26 2010 in the Nevada

Supreme Court the court affirmed the dismissal of the Mis suds action against the

Company and DHI Mortgage on November 22 2011 See Exhibit In this case the

Missuds alleged that the Company and DHI Mortgage had defrauded them in the

purchase of their home similar to the subject matter of the Proposal The trial courts

dismissal was based on its determination that the Missuds had engaged in abusive

litigation tactics and that they were in contempt of district court protective order In

particular the Missuds had among other things threatened the Companys and DHI

Mortgages employees The Nevada Supreme Court concluded that the trial court

did not abuse its discretion in sanctioning appellants for litigation abuses or in

finding them in contempt of court for violating the protective order

On March 22 2012 the Company was dismissed from another of Mr Missuds

lawsuits PatrickA Missudv State of Nevada et al Case No C-11-3567 EMC See

Exhibit supra Mr Missuds initial complaint for this case was filed in the U.S

District Court for the Northern District of California on July 20 2011 and was

amended to add the Company as defendant on October 28 2011 The court noted

on page of its order Although Missud does not describe the particular

transactions that give rise to his complaint it appears the root of his dissatisfaction

with Horton gave rise to the lawsuit originates from his dealings with Horton

and DHI in conjunction with his purchase of home in Nevada Mr
Missuds complaints against the Company stemming from his home purchase which

gave rise to this case are also the same general issues he addresses in the supporting

statement of the Proposal The court found that Mr Missuds claims were vexatious

and harassing

Specifically the court found on page 16 of its order that Mr Missuds claims

against Horton have lacked any credible factual basis and Plaintiff has refused to

comply with the Court rules and procedures in making his claims
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The court further found on page 19 of its order that he is motivated more by

obtaining press for himself and imposing expense on Horton than by any

legitimate claim for relief

The court also found on pages 20-21 of its order that Mr Missud has

demonstrated intent to continue frivolously litigating against Defendant Horton

and others in spite of judicial rulings against him

Finally the court on page 24 of its order referred Mr Missuds actions to the

State Bar and the Standing Committee on Professional Conduct

Both the Company and DHI Mortgage have prevailed against Mr Missud in his pursuit

of his frivolous claims See e.g Patrick Missud et D.R Horton Inc et al in Exhibit

supra However Mr Missud has refused to pay judgment against him in Nevada resulting

in the Company and DHI Mortgage seeking to domesticate the judgment in California where the

Missuds reside In retaliation Mr Missud has filed in federal court complaints for public

corruption civil rights and RICO violations against the State of Nevada and numerous other

entities administrative bodies officials and judges See e.g Exhibit While the Company

and DHI Mortgage are not parties to these federal lawsuits the complaints do refer to these

entities and Mr Missud has threatened to include the Company at his discretion at later time

See Exhibit supra at pages and

Furthennore like the cases against the Company that are discussed in the above bullet

points courts in Mr Missuds related lawsuits against other parties have recognized the frivolous

and abusive nature of his litigation

In Patrick Missud San Francisco Superior Court et Case No 12-03117

WHA filed in the U.S District Court for the Northern District of California on

June 18 2012 Mr Missud sued multiple courts claiming in part that they had

ignored the purported fraud against him and were corrupt The court on

September 2012 cancelled an upcoming hearing and ordered Mr Missud to show

cause as to why he should not be found to be vexatious litigant in that case See

Exhibit supra

In Patrick Alexandre Missud Iv San Francisco Superior Court et Case No 12-

1537 appeal filed in the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals on February 22 2012 the

court issued decision as to one of Mr Missuds appeals in that case the initial

complaint of which referred to his grievance with D.R Horton on September

2012 See Exhibit The decision summarily affirmed the district courts judgment

because the circuit court found that the questions raised in this appeal are so

insubstantial as not to require further argument
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In addition to the knowing and willful contempt of court and other abuses by Mr Missud

in the above matters Mr Missud has admitted to violations of various California Rules of

Professional Conduct in litigation matters involving himself and the Company In letter to the

Office of the Chief Trial Counsel/Intake of the State Bar of California dated August 26 2009

Mr Missud demanded the State Bar of California investigate his own actions See Exhibit In

summary Mr Missud claimed he has committed the following violations in connection with his

grievances and/or lawsuits against the Company

Threatened administrative charges to gain advantage in his civil dispute

Publicly made extra-judicial statements that he knew would have substantial

likelihood of materiallyprejudicing an adjudicative proceeding and

Directly and extra-judicially contacted federal judges without consent of any of the

parties in the relevant cases

In addition in reference to his claims against the Company Mr Missud stated After having

donated over $100000 and nearly three years of time pursuing consumer redress have now

turned to leveraging corporations with threats of administrative discipline and widespread

internet broadcasting to gain an advantage specifically for myself and generally for others See

Exhibit supra

The Company believes the courts findings enumerated above the number of lawsuits

filed or threatened to be filed by the Missuds against any party involved in his complaints

including state and federal judges and administrative officials and Mr Missuds admissions in

his letter to the State Bar of California further demonstrate that Mr Missud will take highly

unusual and egregious actions in pursuing his personal grievances against the Company His

actions of making pervasive threats against the Company certain employees of the Company and

the Companys counsel demonstrate that the litigation is personal to him as is the Proposal

because both the litigation
claims and the Proposal involve the Company and its wholly-owned

mortgage company DHI Mortgage and all of his claims and the Proposal derive from the same

instance his home purchase from the Company in 2004 We believe based on the actions taken

by Mr Missud that he is using the stockholder proposal process as another means to seek

redress of his personal claims and grievances

In addition to the cases discussed above Mr Missud has filed or participated in

numerous state and federal lawsuits and court filings against the Company its subsidiaries and

various Company officers and personnel related to his personal claims and grievances against the

Company These lawsuits are described below Each of the lawsuits described below copies of
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which are available upon request was filed by Mr Missud either in his own name2 or in the

names of him and his wife with Mr Missud representing himself or himself and his wife Each

of the suits described below was dismissed by the respective court

Patrice Missud D.R Horton et al Case No 05-444247 filed on

August 22 2005 in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the County

of San Francisco alleging infliction of emotional distress as result of DHI

Mortgages request to the Missuds to provide lender-required information in

connection with their loan application which Mr Missud claimed had manifested in

severe abdominal pain and the passing of kidney stones and including DHI Mortgage

and certain DIII Mortgage agents as co-defendants

Patrice Missud D.R Horton et Case No CGC 05-447499 filed on

December 2005 in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the

County of San Francisco alleging the same claims as his first lawsuit and including

DIII Mortgage and certain DHI Mortgage agents as co-defendants

Patrice Missud et D.R Horton Inc et Case No CGC 06-457207 filed

on October 23 2006 in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the

County of San Francisco alleging the defendants defrauded Mr Missud and his wife

by engaging in scheme to illegally condition the sale of the home on the use of the

Companys affiliated lender and including DHI Mortgage the Companys Chairman

of the Board and Vice Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer and certain

DHI Mortgage agents as co-defendants

Patrice Missud et D.R Horton Inc et Case No C07-2625 JL filed on

May 17 2007 in the United States District Court for the Northern Division District of

California alleging many of the same claims set forth in Mr Missud earlier suits as

well as additional claims relating to supposed retaliation against him by the Company

and including DHI Mortgage the Companys Chairman of the Board and Vice

Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer and certain DIII Mortgage agents

as co-defendants and

Patrice Missud et D.R Horton Inc eta Case No 10-0235 SI filed on

January 19 2010 in the United States District Court for the Northern Division District

Patrick Missud Patrick Missud and Patrice Missud are the same person as

stated by Mr Missud in court testimony See Exhibit excerpt from court transcript dated

July 20 2010 in Case No A-55 1662 and an example where these names were used in the

same caseCase No CVO7-02625-SBA
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of California alleging many of the same claims set forth in Mr Mis suds earlier suits

as well as additional claims relating to supposed retaliation against him by the

Company and including DHI Mortgage the Companys Chairman of the Board and

Vice Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer certain DHI Mortgage agents

Yahoo Inc the Governor of the State of Texas the Texas Attorney General and two

federal judges and federal magistrate as co-defendants In this complaint Mr
Missud alleges that the defendants are in RICO conspiracy against him and that

Yahoo Inc de-listed his websites

Mr Missud has also engaged in an extensive letter-writing and e-mail campaign against

the Company because of the alleged harm he experienced following DHI Mortgages request to

the Missuds to provide lender-required information in connection with their loan application

Since September 2011 Mr Missud has written in excess of 850 e-mails to the Company certain

of its employees and/or its legal counsel sometimes upwards often e-mails per day Mr Missud

also has sent mass mailings to homeowners living in communities developed and built by the

Company or its affiliates and/or subsidiaries regarding alleged wrongdoing by the Company

and various related individuals These mass mailings have solicited individuals to retain Mr
Missud to bring lawsuits against the Company and its affiliates

In addition to his lawsuits and his letter-writing/e-mail campaign Mr Missud has created

several websites denigrating the Company and the judges who heard some of the lawsuits he has

filed including www.drhortonsjudges.info www.drhortonfraud.com and

www.drhortonsucks.info See Exhibit The content on these websites further illustrates Mr

Missuds elaborate and ongoing campaign against the Company related to the alleged harm he

experienced following DHI Mortgages request to the Missuds to provide lender-required

information in connection with their loan application

Discussion

The Staff consistently has concurred that stockholder proposal may be excluded

pursuant to Rule 4a-8i4 as involving the redress of personal claim or grievance when the

proposal is used as an alternative forum to press claims that proponent has asserted in litigation

against company closely analogous situation was presented in General Electric Co avail

Feb 2005 There the proponent former employee of NBC filed complaint with the

Equal Employment Opportunity Commission EEOC and lawsuit in federal court alleging

sexual harassment and discrimination on the basis of race and sex The EEOC matter was

concluded in the companys favor and the lawsuit was dismissed The proponent then submitted

stockholder proposal to General Electric asking the companys CEO to reconcile the

dichotomy between the diametrically opposed positions represented by his acquiescence in

allegations of criminal conduct and the personal certification requirements of Sarbanes-Oxley

In addition the proponent and her attorney sent number of letters to the company and made

statements at the companys annual meetings referencing the litigation The proponent also
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operated web site on which she discussed her claims against the company The Staff concurred

that the proposal could be excluded from the companys proxy statement because it related to the

redress of personal claim or grievance or was designed to result in benefit to the proponent or

further personal interest which was not shared with the companys other stockholders at large

See General Electric Co avail Jan 12 2007 same General Electric Co avail Jan 2006

same see also American Express Co avail Jan 13 2011 proposal to amend the code of

conduct to include mandatory penalties for non-compliance was excludable as personal

grievance when brought by former employee who previously had sued the company for

discrimination and defamation ConocoPhillips Co avail Mar 2008 recon denied

Mar 25 2008 proposal that the board establish committee to oversee an investigation of

company involvement with state sponsors of terrorismwas excludable as personal grievance

when brought by stockholder who had unsuccessfully sued the company relating to plane

crash that killed his wife an employee of the company while on business trip to the Middle

East Schlumberger Ltd avail Aug 27 1999 proposal that the company form an impartial

fact-finding committee relating to the companys corporate merger and establish Statement

of Fair Business Principles was excludable as personal grievance when brought by

stockholder who had unsuccessfully sued the company to recover finders fee that he alleged

was due in connection with the merger Station Casinos Inc avail Oct 15 1997 proposal to

maintain liability insurance excludable as personal grievance when brought by the attorney of

guest at the companys casino who filed suit against the company to recover damages from an

alleged theft that occurred at the casino International Business Machines Corp avail

Jan 31 1995 proposal to institute an arbitration mechanism to settle customer complaints

excludable when brought by customer who had an ongoing complaint against the company in

connection with the purchase of software product

We believe that it is clear that the Proposal and supporting statement on its face relates to

the redress of personal claim against the Company We also believe that given the

Proponents history with the Company related to his lawsuits the Proposal would be excludable

as relating to redress of personal claim or grievance even if the Proposal on its face involved

matter of general interest to all stockholders Release No 34-19135 avail Oct 14 1982

stating that proposals phrased in broad terms that might relate to matters which may be of

general interest to all security holders may be omitted from registrants proxy materials if it

is clear from the facts that the proponent is using the proposal as tactic designed to redress

personal grievance or further personal interest For example in The Dow Chemical Co

avail Mar 2003 proposal was properly excluded where it requested that the board

establish Review Committee to investigate the use and possible abuse of its carbon

tetrachloride and carbon disulfide products as grain fumigants by grain workers and issue

report on how to compensate those injured by the product While the proposal on its face might

have involved matter of general interest the Staff granted no-action relief because the

proponent was pursuing lawsuit against the company on the basis of an alleged injury

purportedly tied to the grain fumigants Similarly in MGM Mirage avail Mar 19 2001

proposal that would require the company to adopt written policy regarding political
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contributions and furnish list of any of its political contributions was found to be excludable

under Rule 14a-8i4 when submitted by proponent who had filed number of lawsuits

against the company based on its decisions to deny the proponent credit at the companys casino

and subsequently to bar the proponent from the companys casinos See also Medical

Information Technology Inc avail Mar 2009 proposal that the company comply with

government regulations that require businesses to treat all stockholders the same was excludable

as personal grievance when brought by former employee of the company who was involved

with an ongoing lawsuit against the company regarding claims that the company had

undervalued its stock State Street Corp avail Jan 2007 proposal that the company

separate the positions of chairman of the board and CEO and provide for an independent

chairman was excludable as personal grievance when brought by former employee after

being ejected from the companys previous annual meeting for disruptive conduct Sara Lee

Corp avail Aug 10 2001 permitting Sara Lee to omit stockholder proposal regarding

policy for pre-approval of certain types of payments where the proponent had personal interest

in subsidiary which the company had sold and where the proponent participated in litigation

related to the subsidiary and directly adverse to Sara Lee

Here the Proponent submitted stockholder proposal regarding the Companys alleged

fraudulent activities relating to mortgage lending at DHI Mortgage where the Proponent made

such allegations in connection with the Proponents personal litigation against the Company and

throughout his ongoing campaign against the Company its subsidiaries and various Company

officers and personnel In addition to the court cases discussed above many of which relate to

the same subject matter as the Proposal the Proponents April 2012 e-mail to SEC agents

see Exhibit supra refers to alleged racketeering by the Company and plan to contact the

purchasers in the Companys new development to see if they also got bait and switch

financing Based on this e-mails references to the Proponents 2012 proposal and its

discussion of the Proponents plan to revise that proposal this e-mail appears to be an

explanation of the Proponents motivations for submitting the current Proposal Thus it appears

that the Proposal was submitted to address the Proponents grievances against the Company

which stem out of his 2004 home purchase

In addition the Proponents August 29 2012 affidavit that is included as Exhibit

supra demonstrates that the Proposal is one of the Proponents multiple avenues for pursuing the

same objective the objective of addressing the Proponents grievances against the Company

which stem out of allegedly illegal and fraudulent lending practices As outlined in the affidavit

the Proponent served subpoena on John Stumpf the CEO of Wells Fargo in an attempt to elicit

testimony proving that the Company engaged in predatory lending The affidavit then states that

ifMr Stumpf declines to provide this testimony the Proponent will simply turn to an alternate

avenue Rule 14a-8 he will ask Mr Stumpf to confirm his ownership of Company stock so that

his Proposal which also alleges predatory lending can be included in the Companys 2013

Proxy Materials
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As discussed above the Proponents lawsuits and letter-writing campaign against the

Company have remained active since the time of the no-action request that we submitted last

year on September 23 2011 As in the no-action letter precedent discussed above it is clear

from the facts that the Proponent is using this Proposal as tactic to seek redress for his personal

grievances against
the Company and thus the Proposal is excludable under Rule 14a-8i4

Request for Future No-Action Relief

We also ask that the Staff further state that such no-action relief shall apply to any future

submissions to the Company of the same or similar proposal by the Proponent and that this

letter be deemed to satisfy the Companys future obligations under Rule 14a-8 with respect to the

same or similar proposals submitted by the Proponent The Staff has permitted companies to

apply no-action responses to any future submissions of same or similar proposal by

proponent where proponent has long-standing history of confrontation with company and

that history is indicative of personal claim or grievance within the meaning of Rule 4a-8i4

See e.g Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 July 13 2001 SLB 14 In rare circumstances we

may grant forward-looking relief if company satisfies its burden of demonstrating that the

shareholder is abusing rule 14a-8 by continually submitting similar proposals that relate to

particular personal claim or grievance see also General Electric Co avail Dec 20 2007

General Electric Co avail Jan 12 2007 discussed above Cabot Corporation avail

Nov 1994 Texaco Inc avail Feb 15 1994 General Electric Co avail Jan 25 1994

As noted above the Proposal represents the fifth stockholder proposal that the Proponent

has submitted to the Company and the latest in series of actions that the Proponent has taken

over the last seven years to pursue his claims against the Company See D.R Horton Inc avail

Nov 16 2011 concurring in the exclusion of the Proponents proposal under Rule 4a-8i4
where the proposal was nearly identical to the current Proposal D.R Horton Inc avail

Sept 30 2010 concurring in the exclusion of the Proponents proposal under Rule 14a-8f

where the proposal was nearly identical to the current Proposal D.R Horton Inc avail

Nov 16 2009 same D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 21 2008 concurring in the exclusion of

the Proponents proposal under Rule 14a-8f where the proposal requested among other things

that the Company adhere to all laws codes and regulations and enforce Company policies

regarding business conduct for employees officers and directors Thus it is apparent that the

Proponent continues to pursue his personal grievances with the Company The Proposal

involves topic similar to those addressed in the proposals submitted by the Proponent for the

Companys 20092010 2011 and 2012 Annual Meetings of Stockholders for which the

Company requested and was granted no-action relief See D.R Horton Inc avail

Nov 16 2011 D.R Horton Inc avail Sept 30 2010 D.R Horton Inc avail

Nov 16 2009 D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 21 2008 Moreover as also noted the

Proponent has made it clear that he intends to continue submitting stockholder proposals to the

Company in the future in order to advance his position Specifically in the Proponents cover

letter accompanying the 2012 proposal which the Proponent included with his submission of the
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Proposal the Proponent stated My intent is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the

requisite number of shares to entitle me to submit proposals indefinitely See Exhibit

supra

The Staff has previously granted forward-looking no-action relief upon companys
second grant of no-action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 In Exxon Mobil Corp avail

Mar 2001 the proponent had long-standing personal grievance against the company The

company argued that it could exclude the proponents proposal from the companys 2001 proxy

materials in reliance on Rule 14a-8i4 The company also pointed out that it had received no-

action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 for the same proponents 2000 proposal and under

procedural grounds for the proponents 1999 proposal See Exxon Mobil Corp avail

Mar 23 2000 Exxon Corp avail Dec 21 1998 The Staff granted the Companys no-action

request under Rule 14a-8i4 and in view of the two prior grantsonly one of which was

pursuant to Rule 14a-8i4the Staff also granted forward-looking no-action relief

Similar to Exxon Mobil the Company received no-action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 for

the Proponents proposal last year the Staffs granting of the request we make today will be the

second grant under Rule 14a-8i4 as to the Proponents proposals to the Company Prior to

receiving no-action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 last year the Company had received no-action

relief under procedural grounds three times more than the company in Exxon Mobil had

received Therefore consistent with Exxon Mobil forward-looking no-action relief is warranted

In light of the no-action letter precedent the fact that the Proponent submitted similar

proposals for the last four years and the apparent intention of Proponent to continue his attempts

to use the Companys annual stockholders meetings to advance his grievances the Company

respectfully requests the concurrence of the Staff that it will not recommend enforcement action

if the Company relies on Rule 14a-8i4 to exclude from all future proxy materials all future

proposals of the Proponent that are identical to or similar to the Proposal

CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis we respectfully request that the Staff concur that it

will take no action if the Company excludes the Proposal from its 2013 Proxy Materials We
would be happy to provide you with any additional information and answer any questions that

you may have regarding this subject

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to call me at

817 390-8200 ext 8131 or Elizabeth Ising of Gibson Dunn Crutcher LLP at

202 955-8287
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Be regards

Thomas Montano

Vice President Corporate and Securities Counsel

D.R Horton Inc

Enclosures

cc Patrick Missud

Elizabeth Ising Gibson Dunn Cnitcher LLP
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From pat missud mailtomissudpat@yahoo.com

Sent Tuesday July 31 2012 451 PM

To Joel Odou tbmontano@drhorton.com Ising Elizabeth oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov

annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Cc josh.levin@citi.com dan.oppenheim@credit-suisse.com michael.rehaut@jpmorgan.com david-i.goldberg@ubs.com

nishu.sood@db.COIIIFISMA 0MB Memorandum M-o7-1 rstevenson@peoplemanagement.org steve.eastcsfb.com

mross@bgbinc.com gs-investor-relations@gs.com Buck.Horne@RaymondJames.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com

bberning@fppartners.com chris.hussey@gs.com joshua.pollard@gs.com arjun.sharma@citi.com

jacqueline.merrell@gs.com jason.a.marcus@jpmorgan.com cbrian@tradethetrend.com rob.hansen@db.com

jesse.arocho-cruz@db.com jonathan.s.ellis@baml.com kenneth_zener@keybanccm.com jrahmani@kbw.com

rosteen@kbw.com jay.chhatbar@baml.com william.w.wong@jpmorgan.COm kisha.rosario@jpmorgan.com

inquiries@guggenheimpartners.com jane.wongl@baml.com karen.frenza@gs.com wiIIiam.alexis@credit-suisse.com

michael.dahl@credit-suisse.com kim@zetmanassodates.com christina.c.lo@jpmorgan.com

angela.pruitt@dowjones.com nick.vonklock@dowjones.com george.stahl@dowjones.com cbrian@mysmartrend.com

pchu@fnno.com adam.rudiger@wellsfargo.com jack micenko@sig.com jhymowitz@philadeIphiafinancial.com

steven.bachman@rbccm.com robert.wetenhall@rbccm.com

Subject Boo-hoo and Re Missuds Continued Plea for Attention

Good afternoon Joel and Wall Street-

Re lnvesor Relations and SEC Actions-

Joel- As you know filed another SEC 14A8 Proposal for Action with DHI for publication in its forthcoming

Annual Shareholder Report Per SEC rules have to contact DH1s SEC Compliance Officer and

Investment/Legal Department Just ask Ms Ising of the venerable Gibson Dunn law firm in Washington

D.C She is copied above

Joel- As for not accepting emails trust that you do not reject the automatic notifications regarding legally

registered pleadings from the District and Circuit courts which forward links to pleadings exposing your

Fortune-500/predatory lending client As reminder you are the attorney of record for l1-cv-3567-EMC 12-

15658 A135531 and all the many related cases All pleadings are cross referenced so that you get them

multiple times by multiple means You are federally served so dont lie about non-receipt which will call for



additional RICO charges

Re Rules of Civil Procedure

Joel- The ones from Nevada or California -Well actually the distinction is of no consequence since both

states judges fraudulently claim non-receipt of their courtesy copies either when registered or sent through

federal wires/mail by fax email usps or served by sheriffs deputy/federal marshal Its the officialS whose

duties are to follow law be honest and uphold the Constitution that need to follow basic procedure Im on the

ball In the meantime the judgeS are still on that 200 ton diesel locomotive careening down the track at 80 mph

towards the yard where five more are parked What mess

Bring broom

Patrick

P.s.- The 14A8 is again attached and $ee the certified letter $ent to the $EC on November 10 2006

forecasting the $4 Trillion mortgage meltdown that your client helped to create And yes have all the

receipts/downloads that it was accepted sent in transit received at sorting facility and delivered to the sEC
Can you $ay Madoff

\iVall Street

DHI$ financial demise is certainty My goal is to get $core$ of judges incarcerated for life DHI is collateral

damage Donald who

On Tue 7/31/12 Joel Odou /odouwshb1aw.com wrote

From Joel Odou jodou@wshblaw.com

Subject Missuds Continued Plea for Attention

To pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Cc Julie Daniels MissutfRSMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-t

Date Tuesday July 31 2012 1013 AM

Patrice you know you are not supposed to contact my client directly but then again you also know

that we do not accept e-mail service The reason being is that you abuse it and send irrelevant

material several times day that contain your circular logic how your failure to follow the Rules of

Civil Procedure somehow proves that the world is out to get you

Your continued conscious disregard of the Rules of Civil Procedure and the Rules of Professional

Conduct continue to be astonishing in addition to an abuse of process warranting further sanctions

Joel Odou

Partner Wood Smnth Henning Berman LLP

7674 West Lake Mead 6ouevard Sufte 150 Las Vegas NV 89128

TEL 70225141011

FAX 7022515405 Ccl 7024982134

1Phone Emal joelodou@me.com

WSHB



Los Angeles Las Vegas Phoenix Northern California Fresno Orange County Rancho Cucamonga Glendale

Riverside San Diego Denver

From pat missud Imailto missudDatvahoo.com1

Sent Monday July 30 2012 503 PM

To Joel Odou tbmontanodrhorton.com

Subject Fw Activity in Case 311-cv-03567-EMC Missud State of Nevada et at Dedaration in Support

Joel

Mr Montano has quite the record of not receiving legal documents Can you make sure that he gets
the

attached

Thank very much
Patrick

P.S.- you have also been served

On Mon 7/30/12 ECF-CAND@cand.uscourts.iov ECF-CANJX4cand uscourts.gov wrote

From ECF-CAND@cand.uscourts.gov ECF-CAND@cand.uscourts.gov

Subject Activity in Case 311 -cv-03567-EMC Missud State of Nevada et al Declaration in Support

To efiling@cand.uscourts.gov

Date Monday July 30 2012 449 PM

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system Please DO NOT RESPOND to

this e-mail because the mail box is unattended

NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits

attorneys of record and parties in case including pro se litigants to receive one free electronic copy of

all documents filed electronically if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer PACER access fees

apply to all other users To avoid later charges download copy of each document during this first

viewing However if the referenced document is transcript the free copy and 30 page limit do not

apply

U.S District Court

California Northern District

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered by Missud Patrick on 7/30/2012 at 449 PM and filed on 7/30/2012

Case Name Missud State of Nevada et al

Case Number 31 1-cv-03567-EMC

Filer Patrick Missud

WARNING CASE CLOSED on 03/22/2012



Document Number 134

Docket Text

Declaration of Patrick Missud in Support of Complaint 89 Judgment Declaration Proving

all the Allegations in the Complaint and Completely Debunking judge Chens yudgemenr filed

byPatrick Missud Attachments Exhibit Appellants Opening Brief in Al 35531

Outlining Corporate Predation of Consumers in 27 States Exhibit Appendix in Support of

Opening Brief Referencing 180 Exhibits Exhibit Part of Exhibit Part of

Exhibit Part of Exhibit Part of 4Related documents1 89 Missud Patrick

Filed on 7/30/2012

311-cv-03567-EMC Notice has been electronically mailed to

Ann Marie Reding annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Joel Eugene Odou jodou@wshblaw.com rtodd@wshblaw.com

Patrick Alexandre Missud rnissudpat@yahoo.com

311-cv-03567-EMC Please see Local Rule 5-5 Notice has NOT been electronically mailed to

Amy Foscalina

Wood Smith Henning Berman

1001 Galaxy Way Suite 308

Concord CA 94520

Melissa Jo Roose

Wood Smith Henning Berman LLP

1401 Willow Pass Road

Suite 700

Concord CA 94520-7982

The following documents are associated with this transaction

Document descriptionMain Document

Original filenameDIS_31 17_7-30-12.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 13075-0

f2fD243b46adf42a9b65bd43c6b7f267ae 4b4b875ca4795

365c3840bcf1dafc15de724c3aa4fc235791b10e5b77551867d3bf96a1d

Document descriptionExhibit Appellants Opening Brief in A135531 Outlining Corporate Predation of

Consumers in 27 States

Original filenameOpBrf_7-30- 12_Al 35531 .pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID9773361 30 12 13075-11

ldaal 20e3 1fde3fleb70487764 11 73afif4ab8a8e7435cbd2O8Oeaaa5ba8

Document descriptionExhibit Appendix in Support of Opening Brief Referencing 180 Exhibits

Original filenameApplndxl 3553 1_7-30- 2.pdf

Electronic document Stamp



CANDStamp_ID977336 130 21 3075-21

749dbbe34ece0a82dd5a20d27da483 799f43998a29b39b6a265338f9db9cdc38b2

9e1014d0690ab891de9959ba2a1 159fc3e7247223dfb7a8f591 12fc66cJ

Document descriptionExhibit Part of

Original fllenameBatesl -50.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 121 13075-31

cf5b0f1a8d8e4b096761 528394d76f9770c7cc04ef694b01b76902595e1

Document descriptionExhibit Part of

Original fflenameBates5 -98.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 121 13075-4

9f7454644aa28c2464f3c76c209d25572e 1b6a283b

fff2e7c3Ofe88l 5ca7da62b23eal 2ba587085796743b40a67cedb2b69c1

Document descriptionExhibit Part of

Original f.lenameBates99- 44.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 12 13075-5

1fb3c2f5e623 4e2a535aa3e842afb9ed8deeb65cb06d335093b96ead0 5ef340a

4fa70f384adb3d9ee6c7bd729787d7 cfd8O7 11 9O9aaace84ffddef6027

Document descriptionExhibit Part of

Original fllenameBates145-191 .pdf

Electronic document Stamp

CANDStamp_ID977336 130 12 13075-6

106971 aea46903040d0ffe7a07480c730dab8685dbf0e02c9db8

9f3d643d3375f3bb2e8b8e038b91bdbb0th 02a90f4ce39948b69f5ceb3



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

May 16 2012

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontanodrhorton.com greenersec gov

Wall Street Syndicated Media

Registered as docket 99 in 12-C V-161-DMR

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DHI forthcoming 2013 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least three years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHI

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DHI to publish this

will further prove the SECs complicity in corporate racketeering This DHI scandal has

been gift wrapped and packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie

Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 494 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazer mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is absolute proof that DHI has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Infonnation Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding DHIs fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD

submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DHI and other builders

violated RESPA laws In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges



similar RESPA violations specific to DHI At DIII Virginias Rippon

Landing development the FBI discovered appraisal fraud to artificially boost home sales

The Southern California Wilson class action alleged extortive antitrust tying of DHIs

mortgage services to home sales Dozens of others have also claimed the

same Betsinger NV A503 121 A50510 Bevers 09-cv-2015 Dodson A07-ca-230

Moreno 08-cv-845 Missud 07-2625-SBA Scores of cases have been filed in state

and federal courts all alleging similar DHI Mortgage fraud deceptive trade and antitrust

violations Publicly posted web sites also corroborate these findings
with hundreds of

consumer complaints dealing with DHIs fraudulent mortgage originations and illegal

tying of DHI Mortgages services to home sales not to mention rampant construction

defects

The consumeraffairs website is already top search result when merely searching for

Horton Dozens of other consumer protections sites similarly and independently

report the same recounts of fraudulent DHI mortgage origination The last Power

new home builder origination study rated DHI Mortgage with only 679 points out of

1000 The ranking was slightly better than Countrywide one of DHI preferred

lenders and Ryland two companies already found involved in rampant nationwide

predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Compounding these findings is that as early as June 2007 Chairman Horton and CEO

Tomnitz each personally acknowledged receipt for summons and complaints for case 07-

CV-2625-SBA wherein their participation
in predatory lending was exhaustively detailed

http//www.donaldtornnitzisacrook.info/Dem.and on Board.htrnl CEO Tomnitz still

materially misleads investors in claiming that DHI Mortgage does an excellent job

underwriting mortgages and the related risk associated with it.. 2d Qtr 2009

Earnings Conference Call However the truth is that at that time all four of DHIMs

Arizona offices were found originating significantly defective loans which have already

cost taxpayers $2.5 million All 20 of the audited loans were either in foreclosure or in

serious financial distress requiring taxpayer bail-outs

http//www.hud.gov/offices/oig/reports/fies/ig 1091 009.pdf and

http//www.Iiuna.org/Portals/0/docs/PressReleases/Report%20-%2OCrUeI%2OHOPe.pdf

Resolved That DIII audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for compliance with federal

and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record that DHI Mortgage conforms

to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

Cordially

Pctrick

Patrick Missud shareholder

End Wells Trade Account evincing $3270 of DHI stock as of 4-30-12 and which

was purchased 12-2-08 and prior letters regarding Proposals for Action



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatäyahoo.com

August 17 2011

Securities and Exchange Commission

Burnett Plaza Suite 1900

801 Cherry Street Unit 18

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Missud Proposal for Action for consideration at DHI 2012 Annual Shareholder

Meeting and inclusion within DHI proxy statement

Via oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov

tbmontano@drhorton.com eising@gibsondunn.com

james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com

CertifiedFIsMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Good afternoon SEC agents Greene Reedick Maples Kwon Special Counsel Belliston

Chairwoman Shapiro Ms Ising and Messieurs Montano Lynch and Strother

As you all know this year again mailed my Proposal for Action to Hortons

Montano for inclusion in DHIs forthcoming Annual Report 10K and proxy statement

The Proposal is reproduced below for convenience The three reasons for inclusion of

the Proposal are as follows

Reasons for Compelling Publication

DHI has participated in ultra-vires acts The Directors and shareholders need to

vote to stop various illegal financial activities which are specifically damaging the

Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom line and shareholders interests

The second reason is that DHIs illegal financial activities are broadly impacting

the US economy and its 308 million real flesh-and-blood citizens Each non-performing

predatory loan originated by DHI and fully owned subsidiary DHI Mortgage must be

bailed out by American tax payers This in turn lowers the expendable income that

each real flesh-and-blood American family has to purchase new products such as

Horton homes

The third reason for inclusion is that overwhelming evidence has already been

gathered which proves that DHI Executives have corrupted officials and judges in several

states Once this information is exposed the Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom

line will most certainly suffer very acute damage Shareholders need reassurances from

DHI Board of Directors that they will lawfully conduct business per the Corporate

Charter and Governance Documents



The SECs Recently Stepned-U Efforts

The SEC has recently taken aggressive enforcement actions regarding various

subprime loan and Wall Street fraud http//www.sec.gov/spothghtienf-actions-fc.shtml

DHI has coincidentally also been very heavily involved in exactly these types of crimes

for at least years possibly even precipitating the mortgage melt-down

Also according to the SECs website enforcement protocols have been improved

post-Madoff http//www.sec.gov/spothght/secpostmadoffrefOrmS.htm Prior to Madoff

it was reported that the SEC would get tips about white collar crimes and not act until it

was too late to prevent massive shareholder losses Hopefully now the SEC will be more

proactive to regulate Dills corporate activities which have and will continue to severely

and negatively impact $3.6 billion in issued stock

Identical Wall Street Requests

Even CtW CEO William Patterson shares the same exact concerns that do in that

DHI should refrain from issuing predatory loans and selling fraudulent mortgages

http//www.ctwinvestmentgroup.conh/fileadminigrOUP_fileS/CtW_111V_GrP to_DR Horto

n_Board.pdf Note that Pattersons request was made in 2007 Since then the SEC has

done nothing to redress either Pattersons or my identical concerns

Prior SEC No-Action Decisions

No-action letters represent the staffs interpretations of the securities laws and

while persuasive are not binding on the courts

http//en.wikinedia.org/wiki/U.S._Securities_and Exchange_Commission

In 2008 2009 and 2010 submitted formal Proposals similar to Pattersons In

20089 DHI was permitted to exclude my Proposals because did not have sufficient

share ownership for the SEC to compel publication Last year had sufficient share

ownership for the required time for the SEC to compel publication but for some reason

the SEC did not enforce Rule 14A8

This year have sufficient share ownership for the required amount of time

which requires that the SEC compels publication If the SEC refuses to compel

publication of my very reasonable Proposal which merely seeks that DIII participate

only in legal acts under its corporate charter will seek redress in the federal courts

Along with the racketeering suit voluntarily withdrawn in 2010 and subject to re

filing 0-cv-23 5-SI and the currently active civil rights corruption suit which will

soon name DHI as an additional Defendant 11 -cv-3 567-DMR will file an SEC action

in the Ninth Circuit naming Chairwoman Shapiro The federal securities complaint

supporting declaration and exhibits will first be published with syndicated media and

then registered in court The action will eclipse the Madoff scandal

Mr Montanos Claimed Deficiencies

Montano August 16 2011 letter disingenuously claims that havent sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b The accompanying Wells Fargo brokerage

Statement is an official business record from Wells Fargo Advisors which is my
Broker affiliated with Wells Fargo Bank Said Statement verifies that as of the

date of my current Proposal the DHI shares were continuously held for over one

year



Further note that this letter was copied to Wells Fargos legal department Wells

Fargos Lynch and Strother have my authority to verifi that have sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b You can contact them directly upon my behalf

to further corroborate my entitlement to SEC compulsion of my ultra-reasonable lawful

Proposal

Conclusions

The draft of my securities complaint will be pro-actively readied within one week

If the SEC does not act to protect my interests Mr Pattersons interests interests of the

thousands of other DHI shareholders 308 million Americans interests and uphold

federal securities laws the suit will be filed to showcase the favorable treatment that

RICO operating corporations get from the supposed securities regulator The SEC itself

will be on trial

Cordially

fcttrck

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@Tyahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Montano

This cover letter provides proof that am shareholder with sufficient share ownership

for the required timeframe per SEC regulations If you recall the SEC did not compel

printing last year because of your frivolous claims that hadnt provided sufficient proof

Proof that own over $2000 of DHI stock for over three years is available at

http//www.sec.gov/divisions/corpfiriicf-noaction/ 4a-8/2008/patrickmissud 112108-

4a8.pdf

Rule 14a-8b1

Requisite number of shares- According to my Wells Fargo brokerage account

own over $2000 in DHI market value The majority of the shares were purchased

December 2008 These shares must be held at least one year by the date submit my
proposal have submitted my proposal as of this date and qualify for publication under

14a-8b1

Rule 14a-8b2

My intent is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the requisite number of

shares to entitle me to submit proposals and protect shareholder interests indefinitely

inclusive of the 2012 Shareholders meeting date

Federal agents and DHI Board

Know that my Proposal merely requests that the DHI Board guarantee that DHI

and its affiliates are neither participating in any ultra vires acts nor conducting business

outside of state and federal laws In light of the recent Ryland KB Hovnanian

investigations Beazer deferred prosecution and the many other builders/affiliated

lenders which have already been discovered illegally originating mortgages the Missud

Proposal is necessary to restore shareholders confidence in DHI and DHI Mortgage

The Boards refusal to publicly commit to following state and federal laws will

likely speak louder than ifthey ratify the Proposal on and for the record There is already

very well established record of DHI Mortgages criminal activities which are outlined



in the submitted Proposal and available on the web at www.drhortonfraud.com and

http//drhortonsiudges.coml These sites can be sponsored daily and achieve minimum

2000 hits per day Media and Wall Street will also receive notice of these documents and

will be awaiting the SEC/DHI response These entities will either ratify or ignore this

simple Proposal which merely asks that DHI DHI Mortgage and its officers not violate

federal laws Note that if these federal laws were violated by everyday non-millionaire

individual American citizens they would risk federal incarceration

Lastly either RICO 10-cv-235-SI already naming DIII will be revived or public

corruption suit 11 -cv-3 567-DMR will be amended to name DIII as the entity which has

acted under color of law and caused officials and public figures to defraud citizens in 29

market states http//drhortonsjudges.cornl Damages sought will equal DHIs

capitalization at the time that the amended complaint is filed plus punitive damages

Donald Horton will also be personally named to satisfy the punitive damages portion of

the demand Both of these lawsuits are already supported with over 5000 exhibits These

are the most significant federal lawsuits that DHI has ever had to vigorously defend

The multi-billion dollar suits will have to be mentioned in the DHI Annual Reports

litigation caption rough draft of the civil rights suit against Nevada is also available at

the above listed supersite for all of America to consider The amended complaint will

soon be available

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontanoä2drhorton.corn dennis.barghaanusdoj .gov

greenerIsec.gov Wall Street Select Media

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DHIs forthcoming 2012 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least two years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHIs

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DHI to publish this

will make the Madoff debacle seem minor This DHI scandal has been gift wrapped and

packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 490 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazer mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is concrete evidence that DHI has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding Dills fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD
submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DHI and other builders

violated RESPA laws 324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges

similar RESPA violations specific to DHI At DHI Virginias Rippon



Landing development the FBI discovered appraisal fraud to artificially boost home sales

The Southern California Wilson class action alleged extortive antitrust tying of DHI

mortgage services to home sales Dozens of others have also claimed the

same Betsinger NV A503 121 A50510 Bevers 09-cv-2015 Dodson A07-ca-230

Moreno 08-cv-845 Missud 07-2625-SBA Scores of cases have been filed in state

and federal courts all alleging similar DHI Mortgage fraud deceptive trade and antitrust

violations Publicly posted web sites also corroborate these findings with hundreds of

consumer complaints dealing with DHIs fraudulent mortgage originations
and illegal

tying of DHI Mortgages services to home sales not to mention rampant construction

defects

The consumeraffairs website is already top search result when merely searching for

Horton Dozens of other consumer protections sites similarly and independently

report the same recounts of fraudulent DHI mortgage origination The last Power

new home builder origination study rated DHI Mortgage with only 679 points out of

1000 The ranking was slightly better than Countrywide one of DHIs preferred

lenders and Ryland two companies already found involved in rampant nationwide

predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Compounding these findings is that as early as June 2007 Chairman Horton and CEO

Tomnitz each personally acknowledged receipt for summons and complaints wherein

their participation in predatory lending was exhaustively detailed

http//www.donaldtornnitzisacrook.info/Demafld on_Board.htrnl CEO Tomnitz still

materially misleads investors in claiming that DHI Mortgage does an excellent job

underwriting mortgages and the related risk associated with 2d Qtr 2009

Earnings Conference Call However the truth is that at that time all four of DHIMs

Arizona offices were found originating significantly
defective loans which have already

cost taxpayers $2.5 million All 20 of the audited loans were either in foreclosure or in

serious financial distress requiring taxpayer bail-outs

http//www.hud.govoffices/oigirePorts/fileS/igi 091 009.pdf and

htp//wwwJiuna.org/Portais/0/docs/PresSReieaSeSiReP0rt%20%20Cfl1el%2OH0Pt.Pth

Resolved That DHI audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for compliance with Li federal

and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record that DHI Mortgage conforms

to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave
San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 office/fax

415-845-5540 cellular

October 10 2006

Bob Greene

SEC Complaint Center

100 Street NE
Washington D.C 20549-02 13

In Re Horton and affiliates DHI Mortgage and DHI Title ticker symbol DHI

Sent via Electronic- greener@sec.gov

Dear Mr Greene

This letter is in follow up of our conversation the week of October 2006

The SEC filed suit against Board Officer Andrew Fastow alleging in part that he engaged

in fraudulent schemes undisclosed side deals manufacturing of earnings through sham

transactions and other illegal acts

Similarly my complaint against Horton is that some Board members engaged in the

fraudulent schemes of mortgage fraud and predatory lending providing for financial

benefit and kick backs from their fully owned subsidiary and affiliate DHI Mortgage and

earned illegally generated revenue from the mortgage lender

Hortons corporate legal counsels received notifications and acknowledged receipt

of the notifications in early 2004 and again by certified return receipt mail on March 31

2OO5ISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 6The specifics of the fraud were exhaustively detailed in

the second March letter but neither legal counsels in Nevada nor Texas nor the Board

opted to act The letter specified that an investigation should be undertaken and that

responsible agents be fired However instead the very same fraudulent activities

continued throughout 2004 2005 and 2006 until the present Investors have had stake

in perhaps $700M in illegally generated revenue for these three years

Misrepresentations and misleading statements made to the public are actionable In

Hortons documents available to investors under their investor relations tab at their web

site state the following

Annual Report to Shareholders page under Customer Mortgage Financing

DHI Mortgage coordinates and expedites the entire sales transaction for both our

homebuyers and homebuilding operations by ensuring that mortgage conimitments are

received and that closings take place in timely and efficient manner All of the

forwarded declarations state that outside lender mortgage commitments were either



hindered or not allowed as an option in contravention of federal laws and that closings

were either accelerated or delayed to either force forfeiture or increase interest penalties

At page 10 Our mortgage company and title insurance agencies must also

comply with various federal and state laws and regulations. .These also include required

compliance with consumer lending and other laws and regulations such as disclosure

requirements prohibitions against discrimination and real estate settlement procedures

All of the declarations state that some form of predatory lending took place Several

individuals state that good faith estimates were either not generated or not included in

their mortgage loan packages nearly all defrauded declarants are foreigners or foreign

language speaking and at least half have minimally suffered $5000 in inflated RESPA

charges

Paraphrasing the Corporate Code of Business Conduct and Ethics page The Board

has approved the code of ethics which provides that senior management will review and

develop policies
and procedures which meet or exceed the requirements of the laws and

regulations and develop controls to monitor compliance with critical policies and

procedures Page the Board or Company will investigate alleged violations and may

suspend employees and may be required to report such violations to the appropriate

authorities Page to the extent that we provide incentives for using our mortgage

and title services all such incentives shall comply fully with RESPA At least four

transactions did not provide for promised incentives Page 13 Of particular importance

is compliance with antitrust laws. Horton employees may not condition the sale of

particular item or service on an agreement to purchase another item or service. .DHI

Mortgage incentives must comply with RESPA Most declarants have described tying

arrangements and RE SPA violations Page 17 Obligations to report non-compliance

If you have reason to believe that someone has violated the guidelines set forth in this

code of ethics or has otherwise acted unethically or unlawfully you must report such

concerns to management.. .or the corporate legal department

Hortons legal department was positively notified of possible $700M of

fraudulently generated stockholder equity and for nearly three known years has either

not notified the Board or more likely the Board has elected not to comply with stated

company objectives and required governance compliance regulations

Additional supporting documents are available upon request

Cordially

Patrick Missud Esq



DRHOI

August 14 2012

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL
Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Avenue

San Francisco CA 94112

Dear Mr Missud

am writing on behalf of D.R Horton Inc the Company which received on

July 31 2012 your stockholder proposal for consideration at the Companys 2013 Annual

Meeting of Stockholders the Proposal note that while the Proposal is dated May 16 2012

the company first became aware of the Proposal as result of your July 31 2012 email

addressed to me and copying our outside counsel

The Proposal contains certain procedural deficiencies which Securities and Exchange

Commission SEC regulations require us to bring to your attention Rule 14a-8tb under the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended provides that stockholder proponents must submit

sufficient proof of their continuous ownership of at least $2000 in market value or 1% of

companys shares entitled to vote on the proposal for at least one year as of the date the

stockholder proposal was submitted The Companys stock records do not indicate that you are

the record owner of sufficient shares to satisfy this requirement In addition to date we have not

received proof that you have satisfied Rule 14a-8 ownership requirements as of the date that

the Proposal was submitted to the Company Specifically you submitted your April 2012

brokerage account statement purporting to establish your ownership of Company shares

However as explained by Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 monthly quarterly or other periodic

investment statements not demonstrate sufficiently continuous ownership of the securities

for purposes of Rule 14a-8b

To remedy this defect you must submit sufficient proof of your ownership of the

requisite number of Company shares as of the date that the Proposal was submitted to the

Company As explained in Rule 14a-8b sufficient proof must be in the form of

written statement from the record holder of your shares usually broker or

bank verifying that as of the date the Proposal was submitted you continuously held

the requisite number of Company shares for at least one year or

if you have filed with the SEC Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form or

Form or amendments to those documents or updated forms reflecting your

ownership of the requisite number of Company shares as of or before the date on



which the one-year eligibility period begins copy of the schedule and/or form and

any subsequent amendments reporting change in the ownership level and written

statement that you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for the

one-year period

If you intend to demonstrate ownership by submitting written statement from the

record holder of your shares as set forth in above please note that most large U.S brokers

and banks deposit their customers securities with and hold those securities through the

Depository Trust Company DTC registered clearing agency that acts as securities

depository DTC is also known through the account name of Cede Co. Under SEC Staff

Legal Bulletin No 14F only DTC participants are viewed as record holders of securities that are

deposited at DTC You can confirm whether your broker or bank is DTC participant by asking

your broker or bank or by checking DTCs participant list which is available at

http//www.dtcc.com/downloads/membership/directories/dtc/alpha.pdf In these situations

stockholders need to obtain proof of ownership from the DTC participant through which the

securities are held as follows

If your broker or bank is DTC participant then you need to submit written

statement from your broker or bank verifying that as of the date the Proposal was

submitted you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for at least

one year

If your broker or bank is not DTC participant then you need to submit proof of

ownership from the DTC participant through which the shares are held verifying that

as of the date the Proposal was submitted you continuously held the requisite number

of Company shares for at least one year You should be able to find out the identity

of the DTC participant by asking your broker or bank If your broker is an

introducing broker you may also be able to learn the identity and telephone number

of the DTC participant through your account statements because the clearing broker

identified on your account statements will generally be DTC participant If the

DTC participant that holds your shares is not able to confirm your individual holdings

but is able to confirm the holdings of your broker or bank then you need to satisfy the

proof of ownership requirements by obtaining and submitting two proof of ownership

statements verifying that as of the date the Proposal was submitted the requisite

number of Company shares were continuously held for at least one year one from

your broker or bank confirming your ownership and ii the other from the DTC

participant confirming the broker or banks ownership

In addition under Rule 14a-8b stockholder must provide the company with written

statement that he or she intends to continue to hold the requisite number of shares through the

date of the stockholders meeting at which the proposal will be voted on by the stockholders In

order to correct this procedural defect you must submit written statement that you intend to

continue holding the requisite number of Company shares through the date of the Companys

2013 Annual Meeting of Stockholders



Finally the cover letter accompanying the Proposal indicates that you submitted the

Proposal for publication in the forthcoming Annual Report and the forthcoming 10k Please

confirm that you intend for the Proposal to be included in proxy statement for the Companys

2013 Annual Meeting of Stockholders under Rule 14a-8

The SECs rules require that your response to this letter be postmarked or transmitted

electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this letter Please address

any response to me at D.R Horton Tower 301 Commerce Street Suite 500 Fort Worth TX

76102

For your reference enclose copy of Rule 14a-8 and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14F

Sincerely

Thomas Montano

Enclosures



From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Sent Thursday August 23 2012 323 PM

To ssmith@meyersnave.com kdrake@meyersnave.com kcolwell@meyersnave.com dinness@meyersnave.com

bstrottman@meyersnave.com mbonino@hayesscott.com mpeard@hayesscott.com cryan@hayesscott.com

acalderon@hayesscott.com wagstaffe@kerrwagstaffe.com tompkins@kerrwagstaffe.com mvl@kerrwagstaffe.com

mackey@kerrwagstaffe.com kfeinstein@sftc.org myuen@sftc.org Danielle.lee@calbar.ca.gov

erica.dennings@calbar.ca.gov starr.babcock@calbar.ca.gov Lawrence.yee@calbar.ca.goV

Rachel.grunberg@calbar.ca.gov Adriana.burger@calbar.ca.gov adonlan@sftc.org bcompton@sftc.org dlok@sftc.org

ACheng@sftc.org adam@posardbroek.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.com Tanner.Brink@McNamaraLaw.com

Christopher.Lustig@McNamaraLaw.Com trg@mmker.com ehuguenin@greenhall.com law@nivensmith.com

bfasuescu@sanmateocourt.Org scott@mckayleonglaw.com maria_schopp@yahoo.com Ising Elizabeth

tbmontano@drhorton.com garris@wbsk.com kider@wbsk.com souders@wbsk.com jodou@wshblaw.com

rtodd@wshblaw.com mroose@wshblaw.com cgilbertson@wshblaw.com LMarquez@wendel.com

GMRoss@wendel.com vhoy@allenmatkins.com mmazza@allenmatkins.com jpatterson@allenmatkins.com

cpernicka@allenmatkins.com cdawson@rdlaw.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.C0m

eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com ecs@nvrelaw.com joseph@josephmaylaw.com oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov

dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annje.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov TommasinoJ@clarkcountyCOurts.us

Depti 1LCClarkCountyCourts.us KutinacD@clarkcountycoults.uS nvscclerknvcourts.nv.goV

itservicedesk@nvcourts.nv.gOV aginfo@ag.state.nv.us ncjdinfo@judicial.state.nv.us judcom@govmail.state.nv.us

HawkinsJ@clarkcountycourts.uS GambleL@clarkcountycourts.us davidc@nvbar.org kimberlyf@nvbar.org

ecartwright@ag.nv.gov NVFM Pnvcourts.nv.gov legal@tuckeralbin.com j.kenoyer@tuckeralbin.cOm

s.baxter@tuckeralbin.com n.siatka@tuckeralbin.com EPolisano@hbalaw.com dstclair@hbalaw.com tim@ncalegal.com

houman@ncalegal.com TOdetto@MLPLAW.com mzaccone@carr-mcclellan.cOm wgutierrez@carr-mcclellan.com

Subject Fw Satisfaction of Federal Subpoena Re Missuds Rule 14a-8 Sufficient Share Ownership

$ome Madoff-II/Citizen$-United and

More

On Thu 8/23/12 pat missud missudyuKªvalwo.com wrote



From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Subject Fw Satisfaction of Federal Subpoena Re Missuds Rule 4a-8 Sufficient Share Ownership

To John.G.Stumpf@wellsfargo.com mike.heid@wellsfargo.com jald.banwart@we1lsfargo.com

mary.coffin@wellsfargo.com sharon.cecil@wellsfargo.com todd.m.boothroyd@wellsfargo.com

BoardCommunications@wellsfargo.com Richard.D.Levy@wellsfargo.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com

raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com

Cc foiapa@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov LivorneseJ@SEC.GOV oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov

dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Date Thursday August 23 2012 738 AM

Dear John

still havent received my letter which only requires your two initials J-S.If its easier for you simply reply

to this email and affirm that do in fact qualify for 14a -8 publishing again this year

Thank$ in advance for tanking the economy

Pa ck

$EC Agents-

See how hard Im
trying to comply with new $EC $taff Bulletin 4F

httpI/www.sec.gov/interps/legal/cfslb 4f..htm

It$ ju$t like pulling teeth and as de$igned

$ay hi to $EC Chairwoman Mary $chapiro for me
Pa ck

On Tue 8/21/12 pat missud missudpatyahoo.com wrote

From pat missud rnissudpat@yahoo.com

Subject Satisfaction of Federal Subpoena Re Missuds Rule 4a-8 Sufficient Share Ownership
To Jo.hn.G.Stumpf@weilsfargo.com tbmontano@drhorton.com eising@gibsondunn.com

Cc rnike.heid@wellsfargo.com jerald.banwart@wellsfargo.com mary.coffin@wellsfargo.com

sharon.cecil@wellsfargo.com todd.m.boothroyd @wellsfargo.com BoardCommunications@wellsfargo.com

Richard.D.Levy@wellsfargo.corn jaes.strother@welIsfargo.com raymond.miynch@wellsfargo.com

eric.mc1uen2@wellsfargo.com jodou@wshblaw.com rtodd@wshblaw.com mroose@wshblaw.com

cgilbertson@wshblaw.com LMarguez@wendel.com GMRoss@wendel.com vhoy@allenmatkins.com

mmazza@allenmatkins.com jpatterson@allenmatkins.com cpernicka@allenmatkins.com

cdawson@rdlaw.com foiapa@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov Livornesej@SEC.GOV oig@sec.gov

sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Date Tuesday August 21 2012 757 AM

Dear John-

Please find attached simple Letter that only requires your initials at the signature
line Your financial

partner
Donald

Horton and the $EC require confirmation that own sufficient DHI shares for at least one year to satisfy $EC Rule 14a-8



et seq for this years publication Last year the $EC found all sorts of reasons to exclude it from lawful printing

You can sign the Letter or have one of your legal staff copied above take care of it As authorized agents their

confirmation is just as good You can either scan and email the signed Letter to the contacts provided above and below

or address it to the parties listed in the caption The choice is yours Bill me for the $tamp$

Thanks very much in advance for your cooperation John

Patrick Missud

On Thu 11/17/11 shareholderproposals shareholderproposalscSEC.GOV wrote

From shareholderproposals shareholderproposals@SEC.GOV

Subject Rule 14a-8 no-action response D.R Horton Inc Patrick Missud

To tbmontano@drhorton.com missudpat@yahoo.com

Cc shareholderproposals shareholderproposals@SEC.GOV
Date Thursday November 17 2011 821 AM

Please see the attached Rule 4a-8 no-action response If you have any questions or are unable to open the attachment

please call the Office of Chief Counsel in the SECs Division of Corporation Finance at 202 551-3520
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Issued by the

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
Northern DISTRICT OF California- San Francisco Division

PATRICK MISSUD

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT ET AL

TO JOHN STUMPF CEO WELLS FARGO BANK AND/OR

CORPORATE COUNSEL AND/OR CUSTODIAN OF

RECORDS

SUBPOENA IN CIVIL CASE

Case Number1 12cv31 17WHA 12-15658

YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear in the United States District court at the place date and time specified below to

testify in the above case

PLACE OF TESTIMONY COURTROOM

DATE AND TIME

YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the place date and time specified below to testify at the taking of deposition

in the above case

Eu YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce and permit inspection and copying of the following documents or objects at the

place date and time specified below list documents or objects

WRITTEN STATEMENT OF SHARE OWNERSHIP AS DESCRIBED IN HORTONS AUGUST 14 2012 LETTER

REGARDING THE MISSUD PROPOSAL FOR ACTION COPY OF WHICH IS ATTACHED HERETO

PI.ACE HORTON INC 301 COMMERCE ST 500 FT WORTH TX 76102 AND 91
DATE AND TIME

SAN JUAN AVE SF CA 94112 AND BY EMAIL MISSUDPAT@YAHOO.COM 8/27/2012 1200 pm

Any organization not party to this suit that is subpoenaed for the taking of deposition shall designate one or more officers

directors or managing agents or other persons who consent to testifj on its behalf and may set forth for each person designated the

matters on which the person will testif Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 30bX6

ISJING OFFICER.SJSION ORE AND TITLE INDICATE IF ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF OR DEFENDANT DATE

cLtL- L/ /FN1 71 8/16/2012

ISkUING
OFFICERS AME ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER

PATRICK MISSUD 91 SAN JUAN AVE SF CA 94112 415-845-5540

thee Rate 45 Federal Rules of Cisit Procedure Subdismons dl and on nest page

PLACE OF DEPOSITION DATE AND TIME

PREMISES

YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit inspection of the following premises at the date and time specified below

DATE AND TIME

If action is pending in district other than district of issuance state district under case number



AflftR 1Rm Jt\ Snhrnpna in Civil see

PROOF OF SERVICE

DATE PLACE

SERVED 8/16/2012
WELLS FARGO 420 MONTGOMERY STREET SF

CA 94104

SERVED ON PRINT NAME MANNER OF SERVICE

JOHN STUMPF PERSONAL

SER VEt BY PRINT NAME TITLE

DECLARATION OF SERVER

declare under penalty of perjury under the laws ofthe United States ofAmerica that the foregoing information contained

in the Proof of Service is true and correct

Executed on _____________________________
DATE SIGNATURE OF SERVER

ADDRESS OF SERVER

Rule 45 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Subdivisions and as amended on December 2006

PROTOCTION 01 PERSOsS SUBJeCT TO SUBPOENAS to or alTecred by th subpoena quash or modity the subporu or iIttse party us whose behalf

party or an attorney respontible 1w the tesuanee and service ofa subpoena
thall take the subpocna is touted shows substantial need for the tesrtmony or natcnal that cannot be

reastssatsfe steps
to asoid imposing widse burden or expense on person subject to that otherwise met without undue hardship and assures that the

person
to whom the subpoena is

subpoena The court on behalf of which the subpoena was issued ShaH enfrirce this duty
and addressed will be reasonably compensated the cowS may order appearaitceot production only

impose upon
the party ix attorney

in hecach of this duty an appropriate stith0ii which may upon specified cndthOns

include but is not limited to lost earnings and reasonable attorneys fee

person
commanded to produce and permit inspection copying testing or DirtiEs ts.R 15DNOTOSiBPOENA

aantpling ofdcsignated eteclronicalty stored information books papers
documents or tangible person responding to subpoena to produce documents shalt produce them as

things or inspection of premises
need not

appear
in person at the

place
of production or they are Itepein the usual course of business or shall organize and label them to cotneupond with

inupection
unless commanded to appear for deposition hearing or trial the categories

in the demand

Subject topsongraph dX2 ofthis nile apcraon conmandedioproduce andpertnit
13 lfa subpocnadoesnot specify the farmer fuinis for producingelcctsonically

stored

inspection copying testing or sampling may within 14 days after service of the subpoena or infonnattots person responding to subpoena must produce the inrorirsalion in fonts or

before the time specified for compliance if such time is less than 14 days after service serve forms in which the person ordinarily
mamntain it or in fontt or fomta that are reasonably

upon the party or attorney designated in the subpoena written objection to producing any or all usable

otlsedeitgnatedmaterialsormflwectlOfl ofthe premises or roproducitig electronically stored CA person respondusgto subpoena tired not produce
the sante electronically ttored

information in the futmor fotmarequested lfoleciion ismade thepattyservingthe subyocita
infomianon in more than one tans

tIsall noebc entidedto inspect copy test orsample the materialnorinspectthc premiscsetcept person responding to subpoena
need not preside discosery of electronically

pursuant loan order of die court by which the subpoena was issued tf objection has been made stored information from sources that the person tdestlsfies as not reasonably accessible because

the party serving the subpoena may upon notice to the person
rormnanded to produce move of utidite burden or cost On motion to compel dtscoscty or to quash the person from whom

at arty time for an order to compel the production inspection copying testing or sampling discttvcty is sought must show that the information sought is not reasonably accessible because

Such an order to compel shall protect any person
who is not apartyor an ofFicer ofa patsy front of undue burden or cost If that elsowtng is made the court may nonetheless order dtecovery

significant expense resulting fiorti the inspection copying testing or sampling comrnartded front such sources tfthe requesting parry shows good cause considering the linittationsofltule

On timely motion ihecotnt by whtclt subpoena was iostted shall quashormodify 2frb2X The cowS may specify conditions for the discovely

the byocns if II

When information subject to asubpOcltS
is withheld on clatm that it tsprivilcgcd

fails to allow reasonable time foe contplisisce
or Subject tO protection as trial.preparatioss

materials the claim shall be made
expressly

and

ii requires person
who is not party or an offIcer of parry to travel to place

nhJl be supported by description of the nature of the documents communtcations or things

inorethun lOG miles from the place wherathaipereon resides iscsnployedorregolarly srantacro not produced thai is tuflicieni to enable the demanding party to contest the claim

businest in person ecep1shas subject lottie prositionnofelause cOXBiiiofthittuk suds If information is produced in response to subpoena that is subject to claim of

person may in order to attend trial be commanded to travel from any
such place within the privilege or of protection as trtal.prcparatson

material the person maksngthe
claim may notify

state in which she trial is held any party that received the information of the claim and the basis for it After being
notified

ut requires disclosure of privileged or other protectedmatter and no exception or parry must promptly return sequester or destroy the specified infotmation and any copies it

waiver applies or
has and may not usc or disclose the information until the claim is resolved receiving party

iv subjects person to undue burden may promptly present the infosniatioms to the court under seal for determination of the claim

if subpoena
If the receiving party

disclosed the information before being notified it must rake reasonable

requires disclosure of trade secret or other confidential research development steps to retrieve it The person
who produced the information must preserve

the information

or contmercial infonnatitas or
until the claim is resolved

ii teqairnu
dsclouure of an unretirie.d experts opinion or informaiiei use

dcscnbing specific events or occurrences in dispute and resulting lions the caperss study CONTEMPT lure of say person
without adequate excuse to obey subpoena served upon

not at the request of any ptirsy.or

be deemed contempt of the court front which the subpoena issued An

iii requires person
who is nor party or an officer of party to incur tubssiatriitl adequate cause for fstlure to obey exists when subpoesmtt purports

to require nosiparty to

crpcttsr to travel more than 100 miles to iters.l trial the cowl may to protect person subject attntd or produce at place not within the limits provided by ctuse ii of subparagraph

CX3XA

18 uc..9i9L 2o



DRHOI

August 14 2012

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL
Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Avenue

San Francisco CA 94112

Dear Mr Missud

am writing on behalf of D.R Horton Inc the Company which received on

July 31 2012 your stockholder proposal for consideration at the Companys 2013 Annual

Meeting of Stockholders the Proposal note that while the Proposal is dated May 16 2012

the Company first became aware of the Proposal as result of your July 31 2012 email

addressed to me and copying our outside counsel

The Proposal contains certain procedural deficiencies which Securities and Exchange

Commission SECregulations require us to bring to your attention Rule 14a-8b under the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended provides that stockholder proponents must submit

sufficient proof of their continuous ownership of at least $20X in market value or 1% of

companys shares entitled to vote on the proposal for at least one year as of the date the

stockholder proposal was submitted The Companys stock records do not indicate that you are

the record owner of sufficient shares to satisfy this requirement In addition to date we have not

received proof that you have satisfied Rule 14a-8 ownership requirements as of the date that

the Proposal was submitted to the Company Specifically you submitted your April 20112

brokerage account statement purporting to establish your ownership of Company shares

However as explained by Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 monthly quarterly or other periodic

investment statements Edo not demonstrate sufficiently continuous ownership of the securities

for purposes of Rule 14a-8b

To remedy this defect you must submit sufficient proof of your ownership of the

requisite number of Company shares as of the date that the Proposal was submitted to the

Company As explained in Rule 14a-8b sufficient proof must be in the form of

written statement from the record holder of your shares usually broker or

bank verifying that as of the date the Proposal was submitted you continuously held

the requisite number of Company shares for at least one year or

if you have filed with the SEC Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form or

Form or amendments to those documents or updated forms reflecting your

ownership of the requisite number of Company shares as of or before the date on



which the one-year eligibility period begins copy of the schedule and/or form and

any subsequent amendments reporting change in the ownership level and written

statement that you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for the

one-year period

If you intend to demonstrate ownership by submitting written statement from the

record holder of your shares as set forth in above please note that most large U.S brokers

and banks deposit their customers securities with and hold those securities through the

Depository Trust Company DTC registered clearing agency that acts as securities

depository DTC is also known through the account name of Cede Co. Under SEC Staff

Legal Bulletin No 14F only DTC participants are viewed as record holders of securities that are

deposited at DTC You can confirm whether your broker or bank is DTC participant by asking

your broker or bank or by checking DTCs participant list which is available at

http//www.dtcc.com/downloads/membership/directories/dtc/alpha.pdf In these situations

stockholders need to obtain proof of ownership from the DTC participant through which the

securities are held as follows

If your broker or bank is DTC participant then you need to submit written

statement from your broker or bank verifying that as of the date the Proposal was

submitted you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for at least

one year

If your broker or bank is not DTC participant then you need to submit proof of

ownership from the DTC participant through which the shares are held verifying that

as of the date the Proposal was submitted you continuously held the requisite number

of company shares for at least one year You should be able to find out the identity

of the DTC participant by asking your broker or bank If your broker is an

introducing broker you may also be able to learn the identity and telephone number

of the DTC participant through your account statements because the clearing broker

identified on your account statements will generally be DTC participant If the

DTC participant that holds your shares is not able to confirm your individual holdings

but is able to confirm the holdings of your broker or bank then you need to satisfy the

proof of ownership requirements by obtaining and submitting two proof of ownership

statements verifying that as of the date the Proposal was submitted the requisite

number of Company shares were continuously held for at least one year one from

your broker or bank confirming your ownership and ii the other from the DTC

participant confirming the broker or banks ownership

In addition under Rule 14a-8b stockholder must provide the company with written

statement that he or she intends to continue to hold the requisite number of shares through the

date of the stockholders meeting at which the proposal will be voted on by the stockholders In

order to correct this procedural defect you must submit written statement that you intend to

continue holding the requisite number of Company shares through the date of the Companys

2013 Annual Meeting of Stockholders



Finally the cover letter accompanying the Proposal indicates that you submitted the

Proposal for publication in the forthcoming Annual Report and the forthcoming 10k Please

confirm that you intend for the Proposal to be included in proxy statement for the Companys

2013 Annual Meeting of Stockholders under Rule 14a-8

The SECs rules require that your response to this letter be postmarked or transmitted

electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this letter Please address

any response to me at D.R Horton Tower 301 Commerce Street Suite 500 Fort Worth TX

76102

For your reference enclose copy of Rule 14a-8 and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14F

Sincerely

Thomas Montano

Enclosures



CEO JOHN STUMPF
Wells Fargo Bank

420 Montgomery Street

San Francisco CA 94104

August 21 2012

CEO Donald Horton

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

do tbmontanodrhorton.corn

Securities and Exchange Commission

Division of Corporate Finance

100 Street NE
Washington DC 20549-456

do Special Counsel Hayes Belliston

oigàsec.gov LivorneseJdSEC.GOV

Re Mr Missuds Sufficient Share Ownership per $EC $taff Bulletin 14F

Via Email Per the attached Service List

Dear Donald

Per the SECs website my Bank is DTC Participant

http//www.dtcc.com/downloads/memberShip/direCtOfleSidtC/alpha.Pdf

As you might already know very recently- just last year on October 18 2011 in

fact the $EC changed its rules to add another hurdle for shareholders who wish to

provide proof of sufficient share ownership to allow them to have their 14a-8 Proposals

for Action published in company proxy statements The rule changes are codified in

Staff Legal Bulletin No 4F CFhttp//www.sec.gov/inte.rps/iegal/cfslb 4fhtrn

As DTC Participant and in observance of $EC Bulletin 14F and satisfaction of

the federal subpoena served on me for production of evidence hereby verify that Mr

Missud has owned the requisite minimum shareholder value of DHI stock for the

minimum required time to entitle him to 14a-8 Proposal for Action publication in

Horton Inc.s forthcoming proxy statement

If there are any other concerns or perceived deficiencies in my above admission

which will also be registered in several Ninth DistrictlCircuit of Northern California

cases and appeals 17-WHA and Appeals 12-15658 12-16602 please contact

me immediately since time is of the essence and Mr Missud needs to provide this proof

to you your company and the SEC by August 28 2012



Thank you in advance

John Stumpf

John.G Smmpf2wel1sfargo.corn

Service List

Horton tbmontano@drhorton.com jodouwshb1aw.com rtodd@wshblaw.com

mroose@wshblaw.com cgi1bertsonwshb1aw.com LMarquezwende1.com

GMRoss@wendel.com vhoy@jallenmatkins.com mmazza@allenmatkins.com

jpattersona1lenmatkins.com cpemickaa11enmatkins.com cdawson@rdlaw.com

Wells Fargo John.G Stumpfwellsfargo.com mike.heidwellsfargo.com

jerald.banwartwellsfargo.com mary.coffin@wellsfargo.com

sharon.cecilwellsfargo.com todd.m.boothroydwellsfargo.com

BoardCommunicationswellsfargo.COm Richard.D.Levywellsfargo.com

james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynchwellsfargo.com

eric.mcluen2weIIsfargo.com

foiapasec.gov hallrsec.gov LivorneseJ@SEC.GOV oigsec.gov

sanfranciscosec.gov dfwsec.gov greenersec.gov annie.redingusdoj .gov

bonny.wongusdoj .gov

Syndicated Media



Patticipant Account Name No

Pershing LLCISL Intl 5196

por4S.cuntresLLc 0413

PrperjatrrayCo 0311

PNC Bank National AssOciation 2818

PNC Bank N.A IIPA 1515

PNC Bank NA IPNC Capital Mailaits tIC 2835

PNC Bank AiMatlceI Stret Funding Secusties 2801

PNC Bait NAiPloburgh 2834

PNC Bait NA.ISter Prataaetptxa 2957

PNC BarPNC Miiecpal Strategy BU 2166

PNC Esty Seciilties Corp 2372

PNC Bert NA /OTTA 2065

PNC Bank N.AI1IPRS 2937

POrltaSc W0kar59 Sricce nc 8052

Pnm.Veat Financial Sarvcas Inc 0701

PWMCO tIC 0467

Quantex ClearIng LLC

Quarries Clearing LLCI Stock Loan

Raymond Jam8s Associates Inc 0725

Rayrmnd .Iarns Associates IncIFt 0290

Ttaynta James Associates Inc JRayfYIOnd James
Tnatt

Coirpany 5179

P.1 Dealer Stock Loan 0594

RBC Capital Miltets LLC 0235

mac Capital Mantels LLCIRBCCU 7408

RCAP Seoias Inc 0166

Re Bank 0971

Raons Bar4storporat TusUIPA 1505

Regions BsnttiWst Valty 2329

Rekance Trust Company 5962

Reliance Truit C0mpnyJSWMS 2042

Richart MeritS Petsrsori Inc 8192

Robinson Lultens Inc 7837

Roosexelt Cross Inasporated 6931

Royal Bank at Seatland Plc CT Branch 2289

The Royal Bait at Scotland Plc CT Branch Equities hrianca 5251

PBS Secuales Inc 0248

PBS Secuiites Inc IRUS PtC 7562

R8S Securities Inc ISub Account for Secure Len8ng 7663

PBS Secufl88s inc RCFP 7564

PBS Securities Iris Eqiayas 0245

PBS Secunties Inc Fxd income 5231

PBS Securities Inc Equity Fan06 6263

Sar4otdC Bernstein Co LC
ScoB8 Capital USA Itic

Scottrade Inc

SecurtaSs rnanc Trust Company
SEt PrIvate Trust Compeny

SEt Ptlvale Trust CcmpanyC/0 ClAP

SQ Mtencas Securities tIC

SC Americas SecurIties LLCdForeign Stock Loan

Sm Motse Co

Societri Generals NV SooØtri Generate Pans

SooÆ Generate New York Branch

SOlOwSy Co

Souttresst S.ojnses Inc

Suthwpst S.currtik Inc Stock Loan

State Street Bank and Trust Company

Fiducia 658
S$9 SarA Portlullo

SSB Capital Markets

SSQ BackPack InstitiAiortat TruSt

$58 Physical Custody Services

State Street Bert Trust/State Street TaIETF

558 Trust Custody

SS8T CoiClletr Custody Services

SSBT/Ses Fin as Prtipal

Stat Street Bank Trust Company at Celllonsa

State Street Bank Trust Company/OS Rairduat

Processing Account

Stale Sweet 98 and Trust Ccinany/

Deutsche Bait Frartk.w1

State Street Bert arid Trust Conpany/1PA

Stats Street Bait aid Trt Conpenytentting

Slate Street Bait end Trust Company
Stale Street Globe Markets LLC

South Street Secijiloes LLC

Stephens Inc

Sterling National Bank

Slaine AQee L8ech Inc

Steal lecolaiss Company Incorporated

StockCoss Fvianoal Services Inc

Stoever Glass Co Inc

Participant Account Name No

Suryslomo UltaiS Trust Benk USA Limited 2779

SuriGuard Brokerage Sectatbes Services LLC 0442

SunGuerd Brokerage Securities Sersices/Stosk Loan 7285

Sunltusl Bank 2971

Sun Trust Bent/Sun Trust Bert Dealer Bank 2282

Sunlrust Bank/SIB Petal CD 2114

SunTrust BarWSTES PA 1594

SuriTrust RaitlSelek.eping Custodian for STES 2717

Sun Trust Robinson nf Way tIc 2095

Sweney Caflwflght Co 7027

Synorus Bank 2518

Syncsus BanklSynosus 2579

TO Amenirade Clearing Inc

TO Amentrade CJeenn Inc JSecunbes Lending

ID Assent/ed Trust Company

Temper at the Times Adasdll Serntce Inc.

lixati Treasury Sekeepng Trust Camp5ny
Texas Treasury Safekeeping Trust COn-paflynPA

THEMUNICENTER

The Tel-Aviv Stock Exchange Clearing House Ltd

Trrrrbe HE LLC

Tinter titlI LLC/Ccqimst Securities Lending

Tia SeasBas Inc

Track Date Securities Corp

Tradebot Systems Inc

.Trade$lakon Securities Inc

Tradition Asrel Securities Inc

Trust Company Of America

Tvustmafli National Bank

lubell Prebon Financial Services LLC

US Bert NA
US Bank NA ICP

U.S Bait
N.A/Seliaep.ng West

US Bait N.AJThitd Party Landing

U.S Bitt N.AfTruit NY MIN
U.S Best NA/U Bait Mmsclpel Securities Groigi

US Bait N.A/CTF

085 AG
085 AGIAC PB Clients-No UBS Lien

066 AG PA Account

085 AG Stanord Branch/As Custodian for 09$

AG London Branch

08$ Financial Senana Inc

08$ Financial Services Inc /Gosamment Securities

Accor.Vit a2

08$ Lirreted

1./eS Scuritiea LLC

08$ Securities LLC/CMO

08$ Securities LLC/Secunttes Lending

0MB Bank National Association

OUR BankItrlvesIn1t Deison

0MB Bank NlEflngax MTNIIPA

Union Bank Trust Company
UNICREDIT Capital Markets LIC

UnIonBank NA
Union Bank NAJCaprtat Markets

Union Bank /CqiporaIa T/utt/IPA

Union Bait NAJI3I00SICI$tOdy

US Baicorp InvesltrwntL Inc

IJSM Invastmant Management Company

0188

5298

5982

6175

2822

1584

0582

2015

0549

7566

7061

0459

0083

0271

0370

5961

2852

0624

2803

1510

2234

2837

2897

2781

2580

0979

2003

1540

2507

0221

5170

2789

0842

0652

$284

2450

2451

1523

2067

7580

2145

2851

1500

2076

0280

0367

VANGUARD Marketing Corporation 0062

Van Kampen Funds Inc 0692

VISion Financial Markets tIC 0595

\ltylu Financial BO LLC 0063

WtoFmsndal BOLL

Wathttl Cci tic

Wedbu5h Securities Inc

W.dbush Securities Stock Loan

Wets Fargo Advisors LLC

vibes Fargo Bait National Bank

Wells Fargo Sar$t Issuing/Paying Agent

Welts Fargo SarwSalekeepng Services

Walls Fargo Bait N.A /SIG

Wells Fargo Bank A/Landing

Wells Fargo Sent NA /SIG Wells Fargo Seuitties

Intl Lid

Welt Fargo Sectinites LLC

Wets Fargo Securities LLC/Secuarbes Finance

Welts Fargo Securitie LLCMfeSs Fargo Securities

WebancO Bank Inc

WetitiB Securities Iris

WesILO Securities Agency Account

MhwiairCompasiy.L IC

0709

0103

5186

7360

2027

1538

2112

2072

2040

5199

0250

2480

0025

2271

577
5180

0771

DTC PARTICIPANT ACCOUNTS IN ALPHABETICAL SEQUENCE

0294

7359

0013

0096

0705

2047

2039

2663

0286

5241

0494

2680

1546

8006

0279

5128

0997

0987

2436

2556

2767

2193

2950

2319

2678

2625

2681

2546

2399

t526

7268

2366

0189

1461

419

2004

0750

0793

0.445

6759

Denotes Participant prepared to accept Code 70 Oelivenes see note at end of



Page 49 redacted for the following reason

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16
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Shareholder Proposals

Staff Legal Bulletin No 14F CF

Action Publication of CF Staff Legal Bulletin

Summary This staff legal bulletin provides information for companies and

shareholders regarding Rule 14a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of

1934

Supplementary Information The statements in this bulletin represent

the views of the Division of Corporation Finance the Division This

bulletin is not rule regulation or statement of the Securities and

Exchange Commission the Commission Further the Commission has

neither approved nor disapproved its content

Contacts For further information please contact the Divisions Office of

Chief Counsel by calling 202 551-3500 or by submitting web-based

request form at https //tts sec.gov/cgi -bin/corp_fin_interpretive

The purpose of this bulletin

This bulletin is part of continuing effort by the Division to provide

guidance on important issues arising under Exchange Act Rule 14a-8

Specifically this bulletin contains information regarding

Brokers and banks that constitute record holders under Rule 14a-8

b2i for purposes of verifying whether beneficial owner is

eligible to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8

Common errors shareholders can avoid when submitting proof of

ownership to companies

The submission of revised proposals

Procedures for withdrawing no-action requests regarding proposals

submitted by multiple proponents and

The Divisions new process for transmitting Rule 14a-8 no-action

responses by email

You can find additional guidance regarding Rule 14a-8 in the following

bulletins that are available on the Commissions website SLB No 14

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

http//www.sec.gov/interps/Iegallcfslb
4f.htm 11/17/2011



Staff Legal Bulletin No 14F Shareholder Proposals Page of

No 14A SLB No 14B SLB No 14C SLB No 140 and SLB No 14E

The types of brokers and banks that constitute record holders

under Rule 14a-8b2i for purposes of verifying whether

ben a1 owner is eligible to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8

igibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8

To be eligible to submit shareholder proposal shareholder must have

continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys

securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the shareholder meeting

for at least one year as of the date the shareholder submits the proposal

The shareholder must also continue to hold the required amount of

securities through the date of the meeting and must provide the company

with written statement of intent to do so

The steps that shareholder must take to verify his or her eligibility to

submit proposal depend on how the shareholder owns the securities

There are two types of security holders in the U.S registered owners and

beneficial owners.Z Registered owners have direct relationship with the

issuer because their ownership of shares is listed on the records maintained

by the issuer or its transfer agent If shareholder is registered owner
the company can Independently confirm that the shareholders holdings

satisfy Rule 14a-8bs eligibility requirement

The vast majority of investors in shares issued by U.S companies

however are beneficial owners which means that they hold their securities

in book-entry form through securities intermediary such as broker or

bank Beneficial owners are sometimes referred to as street name
holders Rule 14a-8b2i provides that beneficial owner can provide

proof of ownership to support his or her eligibility to submit proposal by

submitting written statement from the record holder of securities

usually broker or bank verifying that at the time the proposal was

submitted the shareholder held the required amount of securities

continuously for at least one year

The role of the Depository Trust Company

Most large U.S brokers and banks deposit their customers securities with

and hold those securities through the Depository Trust Company DTC
registered clearing agency acting as securities depository Such brokers

and banks are often referred to as participants in DTC The names of

these DTC participants however do not appear as the registered owners of

the securities deposited with DTC on the list of shareholders maintained by

the company or more typically by its transfer agent Rather DTCs

nominee Cede Co appears on the shareholder list as the sole registered

owner of securities deposited with OTC by the DTC participants company

can request from DTC securities position listing as of specified date

which identifies the DTC participants having position in the companys
securities and the number of securities held by each DTC participant on that

date

Brokers and banks that constitute record holders under Rule

14a-8b2i for purposes of verifying whether beneficial

owner is eligible to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8

http//www.sec.gov/interps/legal/cfslb
4f.htm 11/17/2011



UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C 20549-4561

DIVISION OF

CORPORATION FINANCE

November 16 2011

Thomas Montano

D.R Horton Inc

tbmontano@drhorton.cOm

Re D.R Horton Inc

Incoming letter dated September 23 2011

Dear Mr Montano

This is in response to your letter dated September 23 2011 concerning the

shareholder proposal submitted to D.R Horton by Patrick Missud We also have

received letter from the proponent dated September 27 2011 Copies of all of the

correspondence on which this response is based will be made available on our website at

http//www.sec gov/divisions/corpfinlcf-noactiOflhl4a-8
.shtml For your reference

brief discussion of the Divisions informal procedures regarding shareholder proposals is

also available at the same website address

Sincerely

Jonathan Ingram

Deputy Chief Counsel

Enclosure

cc Patrick Missud

missudpatyahoo.com



November 16 2011

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Re D.R Horton Inc

Incoming letter dated September 23 2011

The proposal requests that D.R Horton audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for

compliance with federal and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record

that DHI Mortgage conforms to the requirements contained within its own corporate

governance documents

There appears to be some basis for your view that D.R Horton may exclude the

proposal under rule 14a-8i4 In this regard we note that the proposal appears to relate

to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the company Accordingly we

will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission if D.R Horton omits the

proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8i4

Sincerely

William Hines

Special Counsel



EXHIBIT
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PATRICK MISSUD No C-i 1-3567 EMC

Plaintiff
ORDER ADOPTING MAGISTRATE
JUDGE RYUS REPORT AND

10 RECOMMENDATION AS MODIFIED
GRANTING DEFENDANTS MOTION

II STATE OF NEVADA eta TO DECLARE PLAINTIFF
VEXATIOUS LITIGANT AN

12 Defendants DISMISSING ACTION

____________________I
13 Docket Nos 53 59

14

15

16 Plaintiff Patrick Missud an attorney licensed in California and representing himself has

17 filed suit against Defendant D.R Horton Inc Horton and numerous state and federal judicial

18 defendants and public offices including Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane of Beaufort County

19 South Carolina Court Clerk Steven Grierson and Judge Elizabeth Gonzales of the Clark County

20 Courts of Nevada Discovery Commissioner Bonnie Bulla of Nevadas Eighth Judicial District

21 Court Chief Justice Nancy Saiita and Justices Michael Douglas James Hardesty Kristina

22 Pickering Mark Gibbons Michael Cherry and Ron Parraguirre of the Supreme Court of Nevada

23 San Francisco Superior Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra

24 Armstrong of the U.S District Court for the Northern District of California Judge Roger Hunt of the

25 U.S District Court for the District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the U.S District Court for the

26 Southern District of California the Nevada Supreme Court the Eighth Judicial District Court of

27

28
StateBarNo.219614
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County of Clark the State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Sarnowski the Nevada State Bar and

Constance Akridge Mr Missud brings unspecified claims under 42 U.S.C 1983 for public

corruption and civil rights violations on behalf of an unspecified class of purported victims First

Amended Complaint FAC Docket No 18 at

In response to Defendant Hortons motion to dismiss and orders to show cause issued by the

Court Magistrate Judge Ryu has issued Report and Recommendation RRrecommending

dismissal of Mr Missuds claims against all Defendants Docket No 53 In addition Defendant

Horton has filed motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant Docket No 59 Both matters are

pending before the Court

10 FACTUAL PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

II In his FAC Mr Missud alleges broadly that Defendants led by Defendant Horton have

12 conspired to buy the judiciary this Country and its Constitution FAC at Mr Missud lays

13 much of the blame for the success of this purported conspiracy on the Supreme Courts recent

14 decisions in Citizens Unitedv FEC 130 Ct 876 2010 and ATTMobility Concepcion 131

15 S.Ct 1740 2011 which he claims have allowed corporate
citizens to buy Americas court and

16 alternative dispute forum Id at He claims that those Defendants in the judiciary have acted

17 with bias against him in prior proceedings due to the influence of Horton and its subsidiaries

18 including DHI Mortgage Company Ltd DHI.2 Id at 10 Although he does not describe the

19 particular transactions that give rise to his complaint it appears the root of his dissatisfaction with

20 Horton originates from his dealings with Horton and DHI in conjunction with his purchase of

21 home in Nevada See 07-2625 SBA Docket No 38 at 1-3 summarizing previous similar claims

22 against same defendants Nearly all of his allegations herein stem from judicial
decisions that have

23 disagreed with his positions
which he equates with per se evidence of those judges bias and

24 indebtedness to Horton See e.g FAC at 12 Although his allegations are broad and not entirely

25 clear he asserts inter alia the following allegations of wrongdoing against specific Defendants

26

27 Mr Missud does not always distinguish between D.R Horton Defendant in this action

28
and DIII Mortgage which is not defendant in the instant case but has previously been defendant

in other cases brought by Mr Missud
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Nevada Division of Mortgage Lending NDML Commissioner Susan Eckhardt Plaintiff

alleges that Commissioner Eckhardt wrongfully refused to investigate consumer complaints against

Horton FAC at 5-6

South Carolina Special Magistrate Coltrane Plaintiff alleges that Magistrate Coltrane

wrongfully issued an injunction against picketers protesting Hortons sale of golf course FAC at

6-7

Nevada Discovery Commissioner Bulla Plaintiff alleges that Commissioner Bulla

dishonestly claimed not to have received Mr Missuds document submissions to the court FAC at

10 Nevada Judge Gonzales Plaintiff alleges that Judge Gonzales wrongfully sealed court

11 records regarding DHIs interstate financial crimes blocked media from court proceedings struck

C- 12 Plaintiffs case despite its merit according to Mr Missud and failed to recuse herself despite

13 Plaintiffs motion to disquaIif her based on bias FAC at 7-8

14 Clark Countys Eighth District Court Court Executive Officer Grierson Plaintiff alleges

15 that these Defendants failed to respond to subpoenas to produce video evidence of Judge Gonzaless

16 bias FAC at 9-10

17 Nevada Commission on Judicial Discipline and Executive Director Sarnowski Plaintiff

18 alleges that these Defendants failed to investigate Plaintiffs claims ofjudicial misconduct against

19 Judge Gonzales FAC at 10

20 Nevada Supreme Court Plaintiff alleges that the Court wrongfully requested that the

21 Nevada Attorney General investigate Plaintiff after receiving Plaintiffs amicus brief in another

22 action and denied his Emergency Motion to Compel production of the video and documents

23 regarding his accusations of bias against Judge Gonzales FAC at 11 12 The Court also reduced

24 the damages ajury awarded to another plaintiff Betsinger in another action against Horton FAC

25 at 11 Mr Missud summarily alleges that the Nevada Supreme Court is the Countrys 8th most

26 beholden state supreme court to the special interests FAC at 12 The link Mr Missud provides in

27 support of this statement is an article stating that the court ranks eighth in election fundraising Id

28 San Francisco Superior Court Judges Woolard and Giorgi Plaintiff alleges that Judge
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Woolard confirmed an arbitration award against Mr Missuds evidence of fraud in the arbitration

proceedings FAC at 14 Judge Giorgi then denied motion for reconsideration of Judge Woolards

decision Id Judge Giorgi also denied motion to vacate based on fraud an order in favor of

Horton in San Francisco Superior Court case CPF-1 0-510876 and later motion for

reconsideration FAC at 15 Mr Missud states that her failure to consider his conclusive evidence

renders her biased Id at 15-16

U.S District Court Judge Armstrong Plaintiff alleges that Judge Armstrongs rulings in 07-

2625 another case by Plaintiff against Horton dismissing his case for lack of personal jurisdiction

and failing to consider certain evidence he submitted were incorrect and evinced bias in favor of

10 Horton FAC at 17-18

11 U.S District Court Judge Roger Benitez Plaintiff alleges that Judge Benitez granted Horton

12 and DHIs request for arbitration in suit against them by five class action representatives in San

13 Diego 08-592-RBB on the basis of bias FAC at 19

14 U.S District Court Judge Hunt Plaintiff alleges that Judge Hunt wrongfully granted

15 summary judgment in favor of Horton in suit filed by different plaintiff unrelated to Mr Missud

16 FAC at 21-22

17 Plamtiff asserts that Horton has essentially purchased cooperation from each of these

18 Defendants Mr Missud also includes allegations of corruption among Texas officials not named as

19 Defendants in this complaint See FAC at 22-25 Plaintiff further alleges that California Superior

20 Court Mediator/Arbitrator Michael Carbone also not named in this action dismissed Mr

21 Missuds arbitration case against Allstate Insurance on the basis of bias toward repeat client FAC

22 at 13 Mr Missud summarily connects this particular arbitration decision to allegations of arbitral

23 fraud in other courts and in the media without any factual allegations as to how his particular case

24 was improper He requests disgorgement of profits restitution treble damages injunctive relief an

25 order vacating prior judgments in other courts in favor of Horton attorneys fees and costs and

26 prejudgment interest FAC at 28

27

28
Mr Missud also included claims against the SEC SEC Chairwoman Mary Shapiro and

the United States but those parties have now been severed from this case See Docket No 52
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On December 12011 Defendant Horton filed motion to dismiss Plaintiffs complaint

against it for lack of personal jurisdiction or in the alternative on the grounds of forum non

conveniens Docket No 37 On December 2011 Judge Ryu issued an order to show cause why

the Court should not dismiss Judicial Defendants4 on grounds of judicial immunity Docket No 41

On December 22 2011 Judge Ryu further ordered Plaintiff to show cause why the Court should not

dismiss Unserved Defendants5 on the grounds of lack of service under Rule 4m Docket No 49

After reviewing the parties
submissions as to each of these issues Judge Ryu issued an RR

recommending that Defendant Hortons motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction
be

granted that Plaintiffs complaint be dismissed with prejudice as to Judicial Defendants on the

10 basis of judicial immunity and that Plaintiffs complaint be dismissed without prejudice as to

11 Unserved Defendants on the basis of Plaintiffs failure to serve them within 120 days pursuant to

12 Rule 4m
13 Plaintiff objected to Judge Ryus RR and filed voluminous documents with this Court

14 including several Requests for Judicial Notice See Docket Nos 58 63 69 71 73 74 79-81 83-

15 86 He has also filed requests for the Court to issue subpoenas and order U.S Marshals to effect

16 service on Defendants See Docket Nos 55 65

17 Defendant Horton filed Reply in support of Judge Ryus RR along with motion to

18 declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant on January 25 2012 Docket No 59 Horton asserts that

19 Plaintiff has filed seven frivolous lawsuits against it in Nevada and California state and federal

20 courts since 2005 and that previous sanctions have not deterred Plaintiff from filing additional

21 frivolous suits and engaging in abusive and harassing litigation
tactics Horton requests

22

Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane of Beaufort County South Carolina Court Clerk

Steven Grierson and Judge Elizabeth Gonzales of the Clark County Courts of Nevada Discovery

Commissioner Bonnie Bulla of Nevadas Eighth Judicial District Court Chief Justice Nancy

Saiita and Justices Michael Douglas James Hardesty Kristina Pickering Mark Gibbons

Michael Cherry and Ron Parraguirre of the Supreme Court of Nevada San Francisco Superior

Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra Armstrong of the U.S District

Court for the Northern District of California Judge Roger Hunt of the U.S District Court for the

District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the U.S District Court for the Southern District of

27
California the Nevada Supreme Court and the Eighth Judicial District Court of County of Clark

28
State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Samowski the Nevada State Bar and Constance

Akridge
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declaration that Mr Missud is vexatious litigant and an order requiring him to post Security of

Costs in this action in the amount of $50000 absent which the complaint would be subject to

dismissal with prejudice obtain pre-filing permission before filing any actions on his behalf or

on behalf of his spouse Julie Missud if those complaints name as parties Horton DHI their

affiliates their employees and their attorneys or other individuals associated with this action

Defendant requests that Plaintiff be ordered to provide copy of any proposed complaint along with

letter requesting that the complaint be filed and copies of the Nevada State Court orders finding

him in contempt and sanctioning him proof of satisfaction of the Judgments of Sanctions against

him and copy of this Courts order in this case post Security of Costs in any future action

10 against the Parties in this matter in an amount to be determined by this Court and pay sanctions

II in an amount determined by this Court and report said sanctions to the State Bar for any appropriate

12 disciplinary review due to his violations of Local Rule 11-4 Defendant also suggests possible

13 order requiring Plaintiff to complete anger management and ethics continuing education Finally

14 Defendant proposes that any violation of the pre-filing order would expose Plaintiff to contempt

15 hearing and injunctive relief consistent with the order and that any action filed in violation of the

16 order be subject to dismissal See Docket No 59 at 17-18 Plaintiff opposes Defendants motion to

17 declare him Vexatious Litigant Docket No 62

18 II DISCUSSION

19 Judge Rvus Revort and Recommendation

20 Judge Ryu recommends dismissing Plaintiff Missuds complaint as against all Defendants

21 on the basis of1 lack of personal jurisdiction as against Defendant DR Horton judicial

22 immunity as against the Judicial Defendants and failure to effect proper service of process as

23 against Defendants State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Samowski the Nevada State Bar and

24 Constance Akridge RR Docket No 53 at 1-2 The Court ADOPTS Judge Ryus RR as

25 modified herein for the reasons set forth below

26 Personal Jurisdiction Defendant Horton

27 The Court adopts Judge Ryus RR with respect to Defendant Horton in its entirety Mr

28 Missud fails to provide any basis for challenging Magistrate Judge Ryus conclusion that Horton has
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no contacts with California that would give rise to personal jurisdiction See RR Docket No 53

at 6-7 concluding that filing state court judgment in another state does not confer jurisdiction that

the Court cannot treat Plaintiffs allegations as to DHIs contacts with California as relevant to

Hortons contacts because the two are distinct legal entities and DHI is non-party and that

Plaintiff has failed to produce evidence of Hortons contacts Judge Ryus conclusion is also in

accord with the numerous other state and federal courts in California in which Mr Missud has

attempted to bring suit against Horton Those courts have concluded that they lack personal

jurisdiction over Defendant Horton See e.g Missud D.R Horton et al U.S District Court for

the Northern District of California C-07-2625 SBA Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex

10 dismissing the action for lack of personal jurisdiction and forum non conveniens Missud Di

11 Horton et al San Francisco Superior Court CGC 05-447499 Defendants RJN Docket No 61

12 Ex 2-4 finding lack of personal jurisdiction with respect to Defendant Horton Missud D.R

13 Horton et al San Francisco Superior Court CGC 06-457207 Defendants RJN Docket No 61

t5
14 Ex dismissing action without prejudice for lack of personal jurisdiction

00
15 Judicial Immunity Judicial Defendants

16 Judge Ryu recommends dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against the Judicial Defendants on

17 the basis of judicial immunity RR at Judges and individuals necessary to the judicial

18 process at the state and federal levels are generally immune from civil liability under 1983

19 quoting Olsen Idaho State Bd of Mei 363 F.3d 916 923 9th Cir 2004 citations and quotation

20 marks omitted Meek Cnsy of Riverside 183 F.3d 962 965 9th Cir 1999 citing Mireles

21 Waco 502 U.S 9-10 1991 As Judge Ryu concluded Plaintiff provided no evidence to

22 support conclusion that Judicial Defendants acted in the clear absence of all jurisdiction so as to

23 strip them ofjudicial immunity See Sadoski Mosley 435 F.3d 1076 1079 9th Cir 2006

24 quoting Stump Sparkman 435 U.s 349 356-57 1978 quotation marks omitted While

25 Plaintiff asserts that they acted without authority he fails to explain how they have done so See

26 Obj at In fact Plaintiffs own allegations evince otherwise as his complaint about Judicial

27 Defendants is not that they had no authority to act but that they made the wrong decisions Id at 3-

28 Judge Hamilton has just so ruled in another case involving Plaintiff filed against some of the
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same Judicial Defendants as the instant case See Missud San Francisco Superior Court et aL 11-

1856 Pm Docket No 54 at granting motion to dismiss complaint against inter alia Judges

Woolard and Giorgi among other judicial defendants not named in this action on the basis of

judicial immunity Some of the conduct alleged in this case against Judges Woolard and Giorgi

their confirmation of an arbitration award in favor of Allstate Insurance against Plaintiff is also

alleged in Plaintiffs case before Judge Hamilton and covered by her ruling on judicial immunity

Compare 11-3567 EMC FAC at 14 with 11-1856 PJH Docket No 19 at 6-8

It is worth noting that unlike federal judges who are absolutely immune from all suits see

Mullis United States Bankruptcy Court 828 F.2d 1385 1394 9th Cir 1987 state judges may in

10 very limited circumstances be subject to suit under 1983 See 42 U.S.C 1983 as amended by

11 Pub 104-317 Title III 309c 110 Stat 3853 Oct 19 1996 any action brought against

12 judicial officer for an act or omission taken in such officers judicial capacity injunctive relief

13 shall not be granted unless declaratory decree was violated or declaratory relief was unavailable

14 Flanders Snyder Bromley No 09-01623 CMA-KMT 2010 WL 2650028 at Cob Jun

15 30 2010 If these special circumstances do not exist in 1983 action absolute judicial immunity

16 bars claims for injunctive relief citing Lawrence Kuenhold 271 Appx 763 766 10th

17 Cir 2008 Brandon ex rel Listenbee Reynolds 201 F.3d 194 197 3d Cir 2000 same

18 Plaintiff has made no showing that those circumstances obtain here

19 Even if state Judicial Defendants were not protected by judicial immunity Plaintiffs claims

20 would still be barred for two reasons First Plaintiffs claims are barred by the Rooker-Feidman

21 doctrine because he seeks to overrule previous state court rulings against him federal district

22 court does not have subject matter jurisdiction to hear direct appeal from the final judgment of

23 state court Manufactured Home Communities Inc City of San Jose 420 F.3d 1022 1029 9th

24 Cir 2005 As the Ninth Circuit has explained Rooker-Feidman prohibits federal district court

25 from exercising jurisdiction over suit that is de facto appeal from state court judgment

26 Khanna State Bar of California 505 Supp 2d 633 640-41 ND Cal 2007 quoting

27 Kougasian TMSL Inc 359 F.3d 1136 11399th Cir 2004 Cunningham Mahoney No 10-

28 01182 JSW 2010 WL 2560488 at N.D Cal June 22 2010 Here Plaintiff is essentially
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appealing various state court decisions rejecting his arguments and purported evidence of corruption

on the part of Defendant Horton and the Judicial Defendants Because Plaintiff complains of

legal wrong allegedly committed by the state court and seeks relief from the judgment of that court

this Court lacks jurisdiction to consider his claims Khanna 505 Supp 2d at 641 quoting Noelv

Hall 341 F.3d 1148 1163 9th Cir 2003

Second to the extent that any of PlaintifPs claims against Judicial Defendants would survive

both judicial immunity and Rooker-Feidman Plaintiff has wholly failed to state claim as against

any Judicial Defendant Instead of facts Plaintiff recounts in detail the Judicial Defendants

decisions against him and then concludes zpso facto that they are corrupt Such allegations are

10 entirely conclusory and therefore lacking in merit See Moss United States Secret Serv 572 F.3d

11 962 969 9719th Cir 2009 assigning no weight to conclusory allegations see also Bell Atlantic

12 Corp Twombly 550 U.S 544 2007 Ashcrofi Iqbal 129 Ct 1937 2009 As Judge Ryu

13 noted PlaintifFs FAC does not set forth clear causes of action but lambastes prior judicial

14 decisions against Plamtiff corporate
influence in American politics and

pervasive corruption in the

15 judiciaries and regulatory agencies of the United States California and Nevada RR at citing

16 FAC at 5-28 Although pro se plaintiff would ordinarily be given some degree of leniency in the

17 instant case Plaintiff is an attorney who has filed numerous similar claims See Missud San

18 Francisco Sup Ci No 11-1856 PJH N.D Cal April 18 2011 Missud D.R Horton Inc No

19 10-235-SI N.D Cal Jan 19 2010 Missudv Di Horton Inc No 07-2625-SBA N.D Cal filed

20 May 17 2007 Missud D.R Horton Inc No A55 1662 Nev Dist Ct filed Nov 13 2007

21 Missudv D.R Horton Inc No 06-457207 Cal Super Ct filed Oct 23 2006 Missud Di

22 Horton Inc No 05-447499 Cal Super Ct filed Dec 2005 Missud D.R Horton Inc No

23 05-444247 Cal Super Ct filed Aug 22 2005 In each one Plaintiff has flouted the requirements

24 of Rule 11 and made sweeping frivolous accusations without factual support See e.g Missud

25 San Francisco Sup Ct No 11-1856 PJH Docket No 54 at N.D Cal Feb 13 2012

26 details of plaintifFs allegations are elusive the complaint is loaded with vague conclusory and

27 hyperbolic statements as well as what appear to be nonsensical and far-flung facts The court also

28 notes that some of the allegations are quite reckless given plaintiffs status as an officer of the very
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court he is suing. Accordingly dismissal with prejudice as against the Judicial Defendants is

warranted

Service of Process Unserved Defendants

Judge Ryu recommends dismissing Plaintiffs complaint as against the Unserved

Defendants without prejudice based on Plaintiffs failure to serve them within 120 days as required

by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4m The Court finds the report correct well-reasoned and

thorough and ADOPTS the RR in full as to Unserved Defendants

Plaintiffs Reuuests for Judicial Notice

Plaintiff has filed sixteen requests for judicial notice in this action totaling over 1300 pages

10 of documents Plaintiff asks the Court to take judicial notice of documents that e.g provide proof

11 of ALL the allegations in the Plaintiffs Request for Judicial Notice RJN Docket No

12 58 at While many of these documents i.e filings and orders in other court proceedings are

13 judicially noticeable for certain purposes such as to demonstrate the existence of other court

14 proceedings they are not judicially noticeable for Mr Missuds purpose which is to demonstrate

15 that his arguments and allegations against Defendants are true.7 See Fed Evid 201 Other

16 documents such as articles about judicial fund-raising are not judicially noticeable for any purpose

17 much less Plaintiffs proffered purpose of demonstrating improper conduct on the part of any

18 Defendant See e.g Docket No 58 at Chapter As with Mr Missuds other filings he equates

19 denial of any of his requests with corruption such that the more he loses the greater the proof of

20 corruption he has purportedly unveiled These documents are not judicially noticeable as any kind

21 of substantive proof of his claims

22 Accordingly the Court GRANTS Plaintiffs Request for Judicial Notice as to the official

23 court documents from other proceedings and DENIES the request as to all other documents In

24 addition the Court emphasizes that the fact it takes judicial notice of court documents does not mean

25

26
State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Samowski the Nevada State Bar and Constance

27
Akridge

28
In addition many of the documents contain Mr Missuds own annotations which are

argument and not judicially noticeable

10
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that it agrees
with Plaintiffs characterization of the meaning of those documents

Requests for Subpoenas and Marshal Servke

Mr Missud has filed request for subpoenas due to what he describes as officials disregard

of his previous subpoenas Specifically he requests that the Court sign subpoenas demanding

production of video evidence rulings and other documents from the Nevada District Court which

Mr Missud contends would demonstrate Judge Gonzaless bias See Docket No 55-2 Similarly at

Docket No 73 Plaintiff requests judicial notice of the fact that the California Superior Court has

acknowledged receipt of his subpoenas However the document to which Mr Missud points is

letter from the Superior Courts attorney noting that subpoena is unnecessary to obtain transcripts

10 of proceedings Instead the letter provides contact information for the court reporters from whom

11 Mr Missud can request the transcripts he seeks See id Ex

12 Because the Court has already dismissed Plaintiffs claims against Judge Gonzales with

13 prejudice as described above the Court DENIES Plaintiffs request as moot

14 Plaintiff also requests that this Court appoint
federal Marshals to serve the Summons and

15 complaint on state judges and officials See Docket No 55-1 65 Plaintiff cites to Federal Rule of

16 Civil Procedure 4c3 which gives the Court discretion to order U.S Marshals to effect service

17 However most of the defendants on whom Plaintiff requests service are already covered by the

18 Courts ruling above to dismiss the complaint with prejudice as against Judicial Defendants Indeed

19 Plaintiffs request at Docket No 65 requests
service only on Judge Gonzales and Court CEO

20 Grierson Moreover with respect to the Unserved Defendants as Judge Ryu found Plaintiff has

21 failed to show any cause for why he has failed to properly serve Defendants prior to the Rule 4m

22 deadline Plaintiffs requests for service are well past the 120-day deadline imposed by Rule 4m

23 Accordingly the Court DENIES Plaintiffs requests to appoint U.S Marshals to effect service on

24 any Defendants

25 Motion to Declare Plaintiff Vexatious Litigant

26 Defendant Horton has filed motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant
and to impose

27 pre-fihing order on him The All Writs Act 28 U.S.C 165 1a provides district courts with the

28 inherent power to enter pre-filing orders against vexatious litigants However such pre-filing orders

11
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are an extreme remedy that should rarely be used Moiski Evergreen Dynasty Corp 500 F.3d

1047 1057 9th Cir 2007 internal citations omitted pre-fihing review order is appropriate if

the plaintiff is given adequate notice and an opportunity to oppose the order the Court

compiles an adequate record for review the Court makes substantive findings as to the frivolous

or harassing nature of the litigants actions and the order is narrowly tailored to closely fit the

specific vice encountered Id quoting De Long 1-fennessey 912 F.2d 1144 1145-48 9th Cir

1990 see also Johns Town of Los Gatos 834 Supp 1230 1232 N.D Cal 1993 applying

DeLong

Notice

10 In the instant case the Court finds that the notice requirement has been satisfied as

11 Defendant Hortons motion to declare Plaintiff Vexatious Litigant provided him with notice and

12 he has received an opportunity to be heard by filing his opposition to said motion and through the

13 hearing set for March 92012 See Moiski 500 F.3d at 1057 Moiski had fair notice of the

14 possibility that he might be declared vexatious litigant. because the distnct courts order was

15 prompted by motion filed by the defendants and served on Molski counsel Also Moiski had the

16 opportunity to oppose the motion both in writing and at hearing.

17 Adequate Record

18 The second requirement is that the Court compile an adequate record for review An

19 adequate record for review should include listing of all the cases and motions that led the district

20 court to conclude that vexatious litigant order was needed Id quoting De Long 912 F.2d at

21 1147

22 In the instant case Mr Missud has been involved in the following prior actions against

23 Defendant Horton for which the record contains orders and filings supplied by the parties

24 Missud D.R Horton et CGC 05-444247 San Francisco Superior Court Defendants

25 RJN Docket No 61 Ex The court sustained motion to quash service of summons and

26 complaint on grounds of forum non conveniens and dismissed the case without prejudice on

27 November 2005

28 Missud D.R Horton et CGC 05-447499 San Francisco Superior Court Defendants

12
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RJN Docket No 61 Ex The court sustained motion to quash service of summons and

complaint on grounds of lack of personal jurisdiction against Horton sustained the motion on

grounds of failure to effect proper service as to the remaining defendants including DHI and

dismissed the case against Horton without prejudice on April 25 2006 Id The court quashed

service of summons as against the remaining defendants again on September 13 2006 Defendants

RJN Docket No 61 Ex Finally the court dismissed the action without prejudice as against the

remaining defendants based on lack of personal jurisdiction on January ii 2007 Defendants RJN

DocketNo 61 Ex

Missud D.R Horton et al CGC 06-457207 San Francisco Superior Court Defendants

10 RJN Docket No 61 Ex On February 15 2007 the court dismissed the action without prejudice

11 against all defendants for lack of personal jurisdiction and took defendants motion to declare Mr

12 Missud vexatious litigant off calendar in light of its dismissal Id

13 Missud D.R Horton et aL 7-2625 SBA United States District Court for the Northern

14 District of California Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex On October 30 2007 the court

15 dismissed the action for lack of personal jurisdiction forum non conveniens and statute of

16 limitations The court also issued an order noting that Plaintiff had submitted numerous post

17 judgment documents to the court that failed to comply with the applicable Local Rules

18 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex The court therefore ordered Plaintiff to comply with said

19 rules and authorized the Case Systems Administrator to return all non-conforming papers to

20 Plaintiff Id

21 Missud D.K Horton et No AS 51662 Nevada District Court Clark County

22 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex In this case the court held Mr Missud in contempt for

23 knowingly and intentionally violating the terms of stipulated protective order and for sending

24 threatening communications to witnesses and counsel involved in the litigation Id at The court

25 granted
defendants an award of attorneys fees and costs in conjunction with enforcing the

26 protective
order and the contempt proceedings in the amount of over $48000 Id at The court

27 justified its fee award in part on the basis that Mr Missud continuously and unrelentingly refused

28 to comply with this Courts various Orders and that he had engaged in continuous improper

13
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conduct which drove up the cost of litigation Id at 6-7 Excerpts of the transcript from the show

cause proceedings before Judge Gonzales in which Mr Missud was instructed to show cause why

he should not be sanctioned as well as Judge Gonzaless previous order finding Mr Missud in

contempt are also in the record Plaintiffs Request for Judicial Notice RJN Docket No 58

Chapter as well as transcripts of previous proceedings in the matter before Commissioner Bulla

RJN Docket No 84 Ex On appeal the Supreme Court denied Mr Missuds motion for stay

motion for moratorium on all nonjudicial foreclosures and motion to compel discovery on June

20 2011 noting that Plaintiff had not sought stay in the district court and that such relief was

unwarranted nonetheless Missud D.R Horton eta No 56502 Nevada Supreme Court

10 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 10 In addition the court noted that Mr Missuds filings in

11 this matter have been voluminous and meritless thus far We caution him that further abuse will

12 result in the imposition of sanctions Id The Supreme Court later affirmed the District Courts

13 order imposing sanctions finding that Mr and Mrs Missud had failed to raise any challenge on

14 appeal as to the district courts findings that appellants engaged in abusive litigation tactics by

15 contacting and threatening employees Plaintiffs RIN Docket No 58 Chapter

16 November 22 2011 Order at The Court rejected Mr Missuds claims that the district court failed

17 to consider his evidence that the court violated his due process rights and that the order was

18 procured by fraud Id It later denied rehearing of Mr Missuds claims in response to his petition

19 for rehearing en bane Plaintiffs RJN Docket No 74 February 24 2012 Order

20 Missud D.R Horton et No 10-235 SI United States District Court for the Northern

21 District of California Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex On April 22010 Judge Illston

22 dismissed Defendant Judges Armstrong Benitez Edenfield and Redinger with prejudice on the

23 grounds of absolute judicial immunity The court dismissed Plaintiffs remaining claims against

24 other defendants without prejudice based on his voluntary dismissal

25 Missud DR Horton et No CPF 10-510876 San Francisco Superior Court See

26 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 12 Horton initiated this case to domesticate the Nevada State

27 Court judgment to California See Docket No 59 at 14-15 The Superior Court Judge Giorgi

28 denied Mr Missuds motion to vacate the Nevada judgment See Plaintiffs RJN Docket No 58

14
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Chapter partial transcript of January 19 2011 proceedings see also Id transcript of June 30

2011 proceedings regarding motion for reconsideration In case no No Al 31566 the Court of

Appeal First Appellate District struck Declaration in Support of Already Registered Evidence

which Plaintiff claimed listed examples of official and judicial corruption supported by citations

to specified Internet addresses Defendants RN Docket No 61 Ex 12 The court struck the

declaration as unauthorized under the rules of court Id The court later affirmed the Superior

Courts denial of Mr Missuds motion to vacate the Nevada state court judgment Defendants

RJN Docket No 61 Ex 12 The Court of Appeal noted numerous procedural inadequacies in

Plaintiffs submissions to the Court Id at Nonetheless considering the appeal on the merits the

10 Court found that Missuds briefs contain no comprehensible legal argument as to why the order he

11 challenges should be reversed Id On further appeal in Case No S1983532 the California

12 Supreme Court denied Mr Missuds request for judicial notice and petition for writ of mandate See

13 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 13 see also Plaintiffs RJN Docket No 58 Chapter 10

14 attaching petition for wnt of mandate

15 Missud D.R Horton et No 11-3567 EMC U.S District Court for the Northern

16 District of California In the instant case Plaintiff again attempts to subject Horton to personal

17 jurisdiction in California despite the fact that numerous courts have already rejected such claims

18 and despite the fact that he offers no evidence of Hortons contacts with California that would be

19 sufficient to confer general or specific jurisdiction In addition as other courts have noted Plaintiff

20 has continued to file voluminous and procedurally improper documents with this Court including

21 successive requests for judicial notice discussed further below

22 Accordingly given the record compiled from Mr Missuds prior actions against Horton

23 listed above and the record on file in the case at bar the Court concludes the record is adequate for

24 review Moiski 500 F.3d at 1057

25 Substantive Findings as to the Frivolous or Harassing Nature of Plaintiffs Actions

26 Under the third prong the Court must look at both the number and content of the filings as

27 indicia of the frivolousness of the litigants claims Moiski 500 F.3d at 1059 citations and

28 quotation marks omitted An injunction cannot issue merely upon showing of litigiousness The

15
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plaintiffs claims must not only be numerous but also be patently without merit Id citations and

quotation marks omitted In the instant case the Court finds that there is sufficient basis to

conclude that Mr Missuds litigation against Defendant Horton and its affiliates subsidiaries and

employees has been abusive and frivolous

First Plaintiffs claims against Horton have lacked any credible factual basis and Plaintiff

has refused to comply with Court rules and procedures in making his claims Defendant sums up the

problem with Mr Missuds tautological claims against Horton succinctly alleges that he lost

his prior six cases against D.R Horton because the courts were corrupt As proof he points to the

fact that he lost these six prior cases Reply Docket No 70 at Plaintiffs failure to comply with

10 Rule 11 and Civil Rule 11-4 is all the more troubling given his status as member of the California

11 Bar In the instant case for example besides his citation to 1983 and general references to

12 racketeering he has failed to provide Horton with notice of any concrete claims he raises against it

13 Instead his complaint is filled with summary accusations of corruption See e.g FAC at stating

14 that Horton has caused thousands of consumers financial evisceration through illegal means and

15 by corrupting public figures Objection to RR Docket No 55 at This has already become

16 landmark case It already showcases absolute corruption of 23 judges made possible by the Citizen$

17 United ruling which has paved long tortuous path for ordinary real flesh-and-blood non

18 corporate fleece-able citizen-litigants id at stating that in comparison the Defendants in this

19 case Not even Hosni Mubarak financially raped Egypt quite so much id at 12 Billion dollar

20 DHI was not content with just the purchase of Nevadas di$trict and $upreme court$ DIII also had

21 to prove that it could buy Californias. These are just small sampling of Plaintiffs unsupported

22 accusations against Horton and other Defendants

23 Plaintiffs opposition Docket No 67 continues this tactic as he merely restates his

24 conclusory claims that Horton has bought numerous federal and state judges and public officials

25 with no factual allegations to support such claim See e.g Opp at alleging that DHI bought

26 Commissioner Bulla and Judge Gonzales with no support other than the fact that those officials

27 ruled against Mr Missud Opp at speculating that Horton has wired money to the Cayman

28 Islands as payment to corrupt judges He also seems to assume that one decision against Horton in

16
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an unrelated case would be sufficient to constitute proof of his own claims See e.g Opp at

faulting Judge Armstrong for disregarding verdict against Horton in different case in Nevada

state court in which Mr Missud was not involved

As another example Mr Missud filed request
for judicial notice in conjunction

with his

opposition to Defendants motion to declare him vexatious litigant Docket No 63 This 1UN

attaches numerous documents including purported sales numbers for DR Horton and its

subsidiaries waivers of service of summons from prior cases National Labor Relations Board

order from an unrelated case the stipulated protective order in the Nevada state court case

transcripts of proceedings in prior cases affidavits of service of subpoenas and court orders in prior

10 cases that are either unauthenticated unrelated to the present action and/or not judicially

11 noticeable for Mr Missuds supposed purpose of demonstrating corruption and conspiracy These

12 documents merely provide further support to Hortons claim that Mr Missuds tactics are abusive

13 and that he routinely violates the Local Rules8 and Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.9

14

Local Rule 11-4 Standards of Professional Conduct provides
in relevant part

Duties and Responsibilities Every member of the bar of this

Cl Court and any attorney permitted to practice in this Court under Civil

17
L.R 11 must

Be familiar and comply with the standards of

18
professional

conduct required of members of the State

19
Bar of California

20
Comply with the Local Rules of this Court

Maintain respect due to courts of justice and

21
judicial officers

22 Practice with the honesty care and decorum

required for the fair and efficient administration of

justice

24 Discharge his or her obligations to his or her

25
client and the Court

26
Rule 11 provides in pertinent part as follows

Representations
to the Court By presenting

to the court

27
pleading written motion or other paper-whether by signing filing

submitting or later advocating it-an attorney or unrepresented party

certifies that to the best of the persons knowledge information and

17
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These tactics are similar to those for which the Nevada courts previously sanctioned Mr

Missud See Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex at Nevada District Court sanctioned Mr

Missud for continuously and unrelentingly refus to comply with this Courts various Orders

and for his continuous improper conduct In addition California state courts have noted Mr

Missuds failure to comply with the rules and his refusal to provide cogent legal and factual bases

for his arguments See Ed Ex 12 at California Court of Appeal noted numerous procedural

inadequacies in Plaintiffs submissions to the Court and found on the merits that Missuds briefs

contain no comprehensible legal argument as to why the order he challenges should be reversed.

Judge Armstrong has also noted Plaintiffs unwillingness to comply with Court rules in this District

10 See Order 07-2625-SBA Docket No 54 noting that Missud has submitted numerous papers to

II this Court which do not conform to the local rules governing the form and manner of papers and

12 ordering Plaintiff to comply with the Local Rules Accordingly Plaintiffs failure to provide

13 fhctual support for his claims and failure to comply with Court rules weighs in favor of declaring

10t
14 him vexatious litigant See Moiski 500 F.3d at 1059 upholding district courts conclusion that

15 the large number of complaints filed by Moiski containing false or exaggerated allegations of injury

16 __________
17

belief formed after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances

18
it is not being presented for any improper

purpose such as to harass cause unnecessary delay or

needlessly increase the cost of litigation

20
the claims defenses and other legal contentions

are warranted by existing law or by nonfrivolous

argument for extending modi1ing or reversing

22
existing law or for establishing new law

the factual contentions have evidentiary support

23
or if specifically so identified will likely have

evidentiary support after reasonable opportunity for

further investigation or discovery and

25 Sanctions

26 In General If after notice and reasonable

opportunity to respond the court determines that Rule

LI 11b has been violated the court may impose an

appropriate sanction on any attorney law firm or party

that violated the rule or is responsible for the violation

18
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were vexatious

Second Mr Missud appears to be motivated more by obtaining press
for himself and

imposing expense on Horton than by any legitimate claim for relief In addition to his own

representations to this Court in his filings see Objection to RR Docket No 55 at Prior to

PACER registration this pleading was transmitted to over 500 syndicated media contacts in only

minutes Horton provides copies of Plaintiffs prior communications indicating an intent to harass

and increase expense for Horton See Docket No 59 Ex fax from Mr Missud to Horton counsel

Odou stating that his goal was to make things horrendously expensive for them and that he would

initiate as many class action lawsuits and investigations as possible along with press notifications

10 designed to embarrass Defendant Plaintiff does not dispute the authenticity of this communication

11 nor its meaning See Opposition Docket No 67 at 20 If these matters have become horrendously

12 expensive for DHI then so be it. Defendants Reply attaches additional communications from

13 Plaintiff to attorneys and large media lists attempting to gain traction for his cases in the press See

14 Reply Docket No 70 Exs A-C Plaintiffs apparent
intent to harass Horton through litigation

15 regardless of how many times Horton prevails see Opp at 10 stating that prior sanctions have not

16 deterred him weighs in favor of designating him vexatious litigant See Rule 11 requiring

17 party to certify that filings with the Court are not being presented for any improper purpose such as

18 to harass cause unnecessary delay or needlessly increase the cost of litigation Eng Marcus

19 Millichap Co No 10-05050 CRB 2011 WL 2175207 at N.D Cal June 2011

20 considering fact that plaintiff filed suit the same day he had been declared vexatious litigant in

21 another court and fact that plaintiff had sent threatening emails to defendants as probative of his

22 improper purpose of harassing Defendants and justification for declaring him vexatious litigant

23 Third Plaintiff continues to attempt to sue Horton in California despite multiple court rulings

24 that Horton is not subject to personal jurisdiction
in California Such conduct is harassing See

25 Zaldivar City of Los Angeles 780 F.2d 823 832 9th Cir 1986 Without question successive

26 complaints based upon propositions of law previously rejected may constitute harassment under

27 Rule 11 McMahon Pier 39 Ltd Partnership No C03-0025 CRB 2003 WL 22939233 at

28 N.D Cal Dec 2003 finding plaintiff had violated Rule 11 through harassing conduct and

19



Case311-cv-03567-EMC Document88 FiIedO3/22/12 Page2O of 24

repeatedly filing claims based on the same basic issues and using Rule 11 violations as support for

declaring plaintiff vexatious litigant

Fourth Plaintiffs successive complaints have alleged similar misconduct against Horton and

other common defendants despite multiple court rulings against him As noted above all of Mr

Missuds actions involving Horton appear to relate at bottom to his dealings with Horton and DHI

in 2003 and 2004 in conjunction with his purchase of home in Nevada and his allegations that

Horton and its affiliates committed fraud and tortuous misconduct against him at that time See 07-

2625 SBA Docket No 38 at 1-3 summarizing three California state court claims two of which

alleged emotional distress claims and one of which alleged fraud and intentional misrepresentation

10 claims and 2007 federal claim before Judge Armstrong alleging similar claims against same

11 defendants Judge Armstrong ruled that not only did California courts lack personal jurisdiction

12 over Horton and its affiliates but also that Mr Missuds claims were barred by the statute of

13 limitations Id at 4-7 8-10

14 Rather than abandon his claims however Mr Missud has simply ratcheted up his litigious

15 conduct in the aftermath of Judge Armstrongs ruling threatening her and other allegedly corrupt

It
16 judges with lawsuits based on their adverse rulings See 07-2625 SBA Docket No.45 filing post

17 judgment letters accusing various judicial officers including present Defendants Armstrong

18 Ben itez and Coltrane of corruption and threatening legal action against them id Docket No 55

19 post-judgment letter indicating his intent to file RICO claims against Horton for its apparent

20 conspiracy with judges Plaintiffs subsequent federal suits against Horton and various judicial

21 defendants have continued the same allegations of conspiracy and corruption See 10-235 SI

22 Docket No alleging racketeering corruption whistle-blower retaliation and various

23 constitutional claims against Horton and affiliates as well as present
Defendants Coltrane Eckhardt

24 Armstrong and Benitez among others Although Judge Illston dismissed the federal judicial

25 defendants with prejudice based on judicial immunity see Id Docket No 47 Mr Missud

26 nonetheless re-names Judges Armstrong and Benitez in the instant case Indeed Mr Missud

27 confirmed at oral argument that sanctions against him have not and will not deter him from

28 continuing this course of conduct Accordingly Mr Missud has demonstrated intent to continue

20
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frivolously litigating against Defendant Horton and others in spite ofjudicial rulings against him

Absent pre-fihing order there is every indication from the record that Mr Missud will continue to

harass Defendant Horton and its affiliates and employees

Accordingly the Court finds that Plaintiffs conduct against Horton has been both frivolous

and harassing

Narrowly Tailored Order

As to the fourth factor Defendant Horton requests an order requiring the following

Post Security of Costs in this action in the amount of $50000 absent which the

complaint would be subject to dismissal with prejudice

10 Obtain pre-fihing permission before filing any actions on his behalf or on behalf of his

11 spouse Julie Missud if those complaints name as parties Horton DHI their affiliates their

12 employees and their attorneys or other individuals associated with this action Defendant requests

13 that Plaintiff be ordered to provide copy of any proposed complaint along with letter requesting

14 that the complaint be filed and copies of the Nevada State Court orders finding him in contempt and

15 sanctioning him proof of satisfaction of the Judgments of Sanctions against him and copy of this

16 Courts order in this case

17 Post Security of Costs in any future action against the Parties in this matter in an

18 amount to be determined by this Court and

19 Pay sanctions of at least $1000 in an amount determined by this Court and report

20 said sanctions to the State Bar for any appropriate disciplinary review

21 Defendant also suggests possible order requiring Plaintiff to complete anger management

22 and ethics continuing education Finally Defendant proposes that any violation of the pre-filing

23 order would expose Plaintiff to contempt hearing and injunctive relief consistent with the order

24 and that any action filed in violation of the order be subject to dismissal

25 Although Defendants requests are reasonable they are more extreme than the orders the

26 Ninth Circuit found to be appropriately tailored in Moiski In Moiski the district court imposed

27 pre-filing order that covered only actions under Title III of the ADA in the Central District of

28 California and subjected such claims to pre-fihing review Mo/ski 500 F.3d at 1061 Cf De Long

21
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912 F.2d at 1148 finding an order preventing the plaintiff from filing any suit in particular district

court overbroad In the instant case the Court finds that narrow order requiring Plaintiff to obtain

pre-fihing review of any new action he files or causes to be filed against Defendant Horton or its

affiliates/subsidiaries/employees in the Northern District of California is appropriate

Attorney Sanctions

Finally the Court notes that pre-filing order is also an appropriate sanction for attorney

misconduct See Molski 500 F.3d at 1062 upholding pre-filing order imposed against law firm

pursuant to the courts inherent power to regulate abusive or bad-faith litigation Grounds for

sanctioning attorneys are similar to the bases discussed above for the vexatious litigant standard

10 including fmdings that the attorney has willful abuse judicial process engaged in

11 bad faith conduct during litigation fil frivolous papers or violat fl
ethics rules Id at

12 1063 citations omitted An attorney like potential vexatious litigant must be given notice and

13 an opportunity to be heard before imposing sanctions and the sanctions must be tailored to the

to
14 misconduct Id For the reasons stated above Missuds conduct qualifies for the Courts

15 discretionary imposition of sanctions including pre-fihing order Thus the Courts power to

16 sanction attorney misconduct offers another independent grounds for its order

17 Accordingly Defendants motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant is GRANTED

18 Plaintiff is adjudged vexatious litigant and ordered to obtain leave of Court before filing or causing

19 to be filed any new action in this District against D.R Horton or any of its affiliates including DHI

20 Mortgage subsidiaries and/or employees

21 ifi CONCLUSION

22 For the foregoing reasons the Court orders as follows

23 Magistrate Judge Ryus RR is ADOPTED as modified herein Plaintiffs claims against

24 Defendant Horton are dismissed for lack of personal jurisdiction Plaintiffs claims against

25 the Judicial Defendant are dismissed with prejudice on the grounds ofjudicial immunity

26

27
10

Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane of Beaufort County South Carolina Court Clerk

Steven Grierson and Judge Elizabeth Gonzales of the Clark County Courts of Nevada Discovery

28
Commissioner Bonnie Bulla of Nevadas Eighth Judicial District Court Chief Justice Nancy
Saiita and Justices Michael Douglas James Hardesty Kristina Pickering Mark Gibbons

22
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the Rooker-Feidman doctrine and failure to state claim Plaintiffs claims against the

Unserved Defendants1 are dismissed for failure to effect proper service under Rule 4m

Judgment will be entered in favor of Defendants and against Plaintiff The Clerk of the

Court is instructed to close the file

Plaintiffs Requests for Judicial Notice are GRANTED as to official court documents from

other proceedings and DENIED as to all other documents he has submitted to this Court

Plaintiffs Requests for Subpoenas and U.S Marshal Service are DENIED

Defendant Hortons motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant is GRANTED The

Clerk of this Court may not file or accept any further complaints filed by or on behalf of Mr

10 Missud as named Plaintiff that name as defendants D.R Horton or any of its affiliates

11 including DHI Mortgage subsidiaries and/or employees If Mr Missud wishes to file

12 complaint against any of these entities and/or individuals he shall provide copy of any

13 such complaint letter requesting that the complaint be filed and copy of this Order to the

.i
14 Clerk of this Court The Clerk shall then forward the complaint letter and copy of this

15 Order to the Duty Judge for determination whether the complaint should be accepted for

16 filing Any violation of this Order will expose Plaintiff to contempt hearing and

17 appropriate sanctions and any action filed in violation of this Order will be subject to

18 dismissal

19 Mr Missud is forewarned that any future suit he files with the Court which does not comply

20 with the good faith requirements of Fed Civ 11 will be subject to sanctions including

21 monetary sanctions

22 /11

23 /1/

24

Michael Cherry and Ron Parraguirre of the Supreme Court of Nevada San Francisco Superior

25
Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra Armstrong of the U.S District

Court for the Northern District of California Judge Roger Hunt of the U.S District Court for the

District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the U.S District Court for the Southern District of

27
California the Nevada Supreme Court and the Eighth Judicial District Court of County of Clark

28
State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Sarnowski the Nevada State Bar and Constance

Akridge

23
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Mr Missud is referred to the State Bar and the Standing Committee on Professional Conduct

pursuant to Civ L.R 11 -6a3-4 for any appropriate disciplinary action

lhis Order disposes of Docket Nos 37 53 59 65

IT IS SO ORDERED

Dated March 22 2012

EDW M.CHEN
United States District Judge
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iN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

10 PATRICK MISSUD No 12-03 117 WHA

11
Plaintiff

12 ORDER VACATING HEARING
AND TO SHOW CAUSE

13 SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT

14
etal

Defendants

____________________/
16

17
Pursuant to Local Rule 7-6 the hearing scheduled for September 2012 is VACATED

18
Plaintiff Patrick Missud is hereby ORDERED To SHOW CAUSE why he should not be declared

19
vexatious litigant as to all judicial defendants including judges courts and other judicial

20
entities by NOON ON SEPTEMBER 20 2012

21

22
IT IS SO ORDERED

23

Dated September 2012 IAf
24 WILLIA1 ALsuP

25
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

26

27

28
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Thomas Montano

From pat missud

Sent Thursday August 18 2011 933 AM
To oigsec.gov sanfranciscosec.gov dfwsec.gov greenersec.gov Thomas Montano

eisinggibsondunn.com james.strotherwellsfargo.com

raymond.m.lynchwellsfargo.com jodou@wshblaw.com mroose@wshblaw.com

cgilbertson@wshblaw.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.com rnyuensftc.org

itservicedesknvcourts.nv.gov aginfo@ag.state.nv.us ecartwrightag.nv.gov

Cc josh.levin@citi.com dan.oppenheimcredit-suisse.com michael.rehautjpmorgan.com

david-i goldbergubs.com nishu.sood@db.com megz_rncgrath@hotmail.com

rstevensonpeopIemanagement.org steve.east@csth.com mrossbgbinc.com gs
investor-relations@gs.corn Buck.Horne@RaymondJames.com ivyzelmanassociates.corn

bbemingfppartners.com chris.husseygs.com Joshua pollardgs.com

arjun.sharma@citi.com jacqueline.merreflgs.com jason.a.marcusjpmorgan.com

cbrian@tradethetrend.com rob.hansen@db.com Jesse.arocho-cruzdb.com

joflathan.s.etlis@baml corn kenneth_zenerkeybanccm.com jrahmani@kbw.com

jay.chhatbarbaml.com william.w.wongjpmorgan.com kisha.rosariojprnorgan.com

inquiriesguggenheimpartners corn karen.frenzags.com william.alexis@credit

suisse.com michael.dahl@credit-suisse.com kim@zelmanassociates.com

christinaciojpmorgan.com angela.pruittdowjones.com nick.vonklock@dowjones.corn

cbnanmysmartrend.com

Subject SEC 14A8 Missud Proposal For Action in DHIs forthcoming Proxy 10k and Annual Report

Attachments PropForAct8-17-1 .pdf 14A8bNOf8-18-1 .pdf

Good morning all-

The SEC will compel printing this year or be named as Defendant

Mr Montano

If there are any further perceived deficiencies they will be brought to my attention Your silence will be

deemed an admission of my compliance with all provisions of 14A8

Cordially

Patrick



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 SanJuanAve

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatvahoo.com

August 172011

Securities and Exchange Commission

Burnett Plaza Suite 1900

801 Cherry Street Unit 18

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Missud Proposal for Action for consideration at DHIs 2012 Annual Shareholder

Meeting and inclusion within DHIs proxy statement

Via oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfwsec.gov greener@sec.gov

tbmontano@drhorton.com eisinggibsondunn.com

james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynchwe1lsfargo.com

CertifiodISMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-1

Good afternoon SEC agents Greene Reedick Maples Kwon Special Counsel Belliston

Chairwoman Shapiro Ms Ising and Messieurs Montano Lynch and Strother

As you all know this year again mailed my Proposal for Action to Hortons

Montano for inclusion in Dills forthcoming Annual Report 10K and proxy statement

The Proposal is reproduced below for convenience The three reasons for inclusion of

the Proposal are as follows

Reasons for Compelling Publication

DHI has participated in ultra-vires acts The Directors and shareholders need to

vote to stop various illegal financial activities which are specifically damaging the

Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom line and shareholders interests

The second reason is that Difis illegal financial activities are broadly impacting

the US economy and its 308 millionreal flesh-and-blood citizens Each non-performing

predatory loan originated by DHI and fully owned subsidiary DIII Mortgage must be

bailed out by American tax payers This in turn lowers the expendable income that

each real flesh-and-blood American familyhas to purchase new products such as

Horton homes

The third reason for inclusion is that overwhelming evidence has already been

gathered which proves that DIII Executives have corrupted officials and judges in several

states Once this information is exposed the Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom

line will most certainly suffer very acute damage Shareholders need reassurances from

DHIs Board of Directors that they will lawfully conduct business per the Corporate

Charter and Governance Documents



The SECs Recently Stepped-Un Efforts

The SEC has recently taken aggressive enforcement actions regarding various

subpnme loan and Wall Street fraud http //www sec gov/spotLigbtlent-actions-fc shtml

DIII has coincidentally also been very heavily involved in exactly these types of crimes

for at least years possibly even precipitating the mortgage melt-down

Also according to the SECs website enforcement protocols have been improved

post-Madoffi hup//www.sec.gov/spotlightisecpostmadoffreforms.htm Prior to Madoft

it was reported that the SEC would
get tips about white collar crimes and not act until it

was too late to prevent massive shareholder losses Hopefully now the SEC will be more

proactive to regulate DHIs corporate activities which have and will continue to severely

and negatively impact $3.6 billion in issued stock

Identical Wall Street Requests

Even CtW CEO William Patterson shares the same exact concerns that do in that

DHI should refrain from issuing predatory loans and selling fraudulent mortgages

http //www ctwmvestrnentgroup orn/filadmm/groun files/tW_lnv_Grp_to DRHorto

nBoard.pdf Note that Pattersons request was made in 2007 Since then the SEC has

done nothing to redress either Pattersons or my identical concerns

Prior SEC No-Action Decisions

No-action letters represent the staffs interpretations of the securities laws and

while persuasive are not binding on the courts

http I/en wikipedia org/wiki/U Securities and Exchanne Commission

In 20082009 and 2010 submitted formal Proposals similar to Pattersons In

20089 DHI was permitted to exclude myProposals because did not have sufficient

share ownership for the SEC to compel publication Last year had sufficient share

ownership for the required time for the SEC to compel publication but for some reason

the SEC did not enforcc Rule 4A8
This year have sufficient share ownership for the required amount of time

which requires that the SEC compels publication If the SEC refuses to compel

publication of my very reasonable Proposal which merely seeks that DIII participate

only in legal acts under its corporate charter will seek redress in the federal courts

Along with the racketeering suit voluntarily withdrawn in 2010 and subject to re

filing and the currently active civil rights corruption suit which will

soon name DHI as an additional Defendant -cv-3567-DMR will file an SEC action

in the Ninth Circuit naming Chairwoman Shapiro The federal securities complaint

supporting declaration and exhibits will first be published with syndicated media and

then registered in court The action will eclipse the Madoff scandal

13 Mr Montanos Claimed Deficiencies

Montanos August 16 2011 letter disingenuously claims that havent sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b The accompanying Wells Fargo brokerage

Statement is an official business record from Wells Fargo Advisors which is my
Broker affiliated with Wells Fargo Bank Said Statement verifies that as of the

date of my current Proposal the DIII shares were continuously held for over one

year



Further note that this letter was copied to Wells Fargos legal department Wells

Fargos Lynch and Strother have my authority to verify that have sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b You can contact them directly upon mybehalf

to further corroborate my entitlement to SEC compulsion of my ultra-reasonable lawful

Proposal

Conclusions

The draft of my securities complaint will be pro-actively
readied within one week

If the SEC does not act to protect my interests Mr Pattersons interests interests of the

thousands of other Difi shareholders 308 millionAmericans interests and uphold

federal securities laws the suit will be filed to showcase the favorable treatment that

RICO operating corporations get from the supposed securities regulator The SEC itself

will be on trial

Cordially

PtrCc

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 SanJuanAve

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontanoädrhorton.com dennis.barghaan@usdoj.gov

greener@sec.gov Wall Street Select Media

Certified RFISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DHIs forthcoming 2012 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least two years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHIs

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DHI to publish this

will make the Madoff debacle seem minor This DHJ scandal has been gift wrapped and

packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 490 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ BUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazers mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is concrete evidence that DHI has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding DHIs fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD
submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DHI and other builders

violated RESPA laws 1324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges

similar RESPA violations specific to DIII At DIl Virginias Rippon

Lj



in the submitted Proposal and available on the web at www.clrhortonfraud.com and

httr//drhortonsiudges.com/ These sites can be sponsored daily and achieve minimum

2000 hits per day Media and Wall Street will also receive notice of these documents and

will be awaiting the SEC/Dill response These entities will either ratify or ignore this

simple Proposal which merely asks that DIII DIII Mortgage and its officers not violate

federal laws Note that if these federal laws were violated by everyday non-millionaire

individual American citizens they would risk federal incarceration

Lastly either RICO l0-cv-23 5-SI already naming DIII will be revived or public

corruption suit l-cv-3567-DMR will be amended to name DHI as the entity which has

acted under color of law and caused officials and public figures to defraud citizens in 29

market states http//drhortonsiudges.com/ Damages sought will equal Dills

capitalization at the time that the amended complaint is filed plus punitive damages

Donald Horton will also be personally named to satisfy the punitive damages portion of

the demand Both of these lawsuits are already supported with over 5000 exhibits These

are the most significant federal lawsuits that DHI has ever had to vigorously defend

The multi-billion dollar suits will have to be mentioned in the DHI Annual Reports

litigation caption rough draft of the civil rights suit against Nevada is also available at

the above listed supersite for all of America to consider The amended complaint will

soon be available

Cordially

/S/ Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators
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Subject FW Horton 1$ on the rope$

From pat missud

Sent Wednesday September 21 2011 228 PM

To jodou@wshblaw.com mroose@wshblaw.com cgllbertson@wshblaw.com LMarquez@wendel.COm

GMRoss@wendel.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.C0m Tanner.Brink@McNamaraLaW.C0m

Christopher.Lustlg@McNamaraLaW.cOm trg@mmker.com ehuguenin@greenhall.com Iaw@nivensmith.com Thomas

Montano elsing@glbsondunn.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m .Iynch@weIsfargo.com

erlc.mcluen2wellsfargo.com Amy.anderson@calbar.Ca.goV Adriana.burger@calbar.ca.gOV myuen@sftc.org

adonlan@sftc.org bcompton@sftc.org itservicedesk@nvcourts.nv.gov aginfo@ag.state.nv.us

ncdinfo@judicial.state.nv.us judcom@govmafl.state.flv.us Hawkins@clarkcountyCOurtS.US

TommasinoJ@cIarkcountyCOUrtS.US Depti1LC@CIarkCountyCourts.us KutinacD@cIarkcountyCourtS.US

GambleL@clarkcountycourtS.US ncjdinfo@judiciaI.state.nv.us davidc@nvbar.org kimbertyf@flvbar.org

ecartwright@ag.nv.gov Attorney.General@state.mn.uS mscodro@atg.state.il.us AChengsftc.org

kdrake@meyersnave.com dinness@meyersnave.cOm bstrottman@meyersnave.com scotl@mckayleonglaw.com

bfasuescusanmateOCOurt.Org

Cc nick.timfraos@wsj.com Robbie.Whelan@wSj.COm sboyer@hearst.com ScotLGlover@latimes.Com

Scott.Gold@latimes.com sdean@click2houston.com hsmith@reviewjournal.com snishimura@star4elegram.com

asorci@sacbee.com Scott.ReckardIatlmes.com sosdnews@unlontrib.com estanton@bloomberg.net

Anne.Tergesen@wsj.cOm stevebrown@dallasnews.com teuisdallasnews.com thorner@sptimes.com

tom.petruno@latimes.com tshaffer@attorneygeneral.gov ryan.vtastelica@thomsonreuters.cOm

wargo@lasvegassun.com trigaux@sptimes.com mvansickler@sptimes.com vacaville@thereporter.com

jwasserman@sacbee.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com bwillis@bLoomberg.net dawn.wotapka@dowjones.com

Imorgan@sptimes.com amoss@nctimes.com mslawnyseekingalpha.com national@rnytimes.com

peter_coy@businessweek.COm president@nytimes.com jim.puzzanghera@latimes.com publisher@nytimes.com

readers@forbes.com realestate@nytimes.com ruth.simon@wsj.com feedbackmysanantonio.com

ryan.vlastelica.reuters.comreuters.flet carrick.moflenkamp@wsj.com Iiz.rappaport@wsj.com robin.sidel@wsj.com

Aaron.Lucchetti@wsj.cOm contact-editorial@seekingalpha.COm jess.bravin@wsj.com constance.mitchell-ford@wsj.com

peter.grant@wsj.com angela.pruitt@dowjones.com nick.vonklock@dowjones.com Rkk.Brooks@wsj.com

eamon2bloomberg.flet william.rempel@latimes.com mj.good@yahoo.com

Subject Fw Horton i$ on the rope$

Joel

$$$Giorgi$$$ reconfirmed entry of $$$Don hortonS $i$ter $tate Judgment right

More tomorrow Im looking forward to DHI$ financial evisceration

Say Hi to Donald and his judge$$$$$ for me

Patrick

On Wed 9/21/11 pat missud missudyaKªyahoo.com wrote

From
pat

missud missudpatyahoo.com

Subject Horton i$ on the rope$

To josh.levinciti.com dan.oppenheim@credit-suisse.coffl michael.rehautipmorgan.com david

i.goldbergubs.cQrn njshu.sood@db.comr FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 6..cstevensonpeoplemanagemeflt.0rg

steve.east@csfb.com mrossbgbinc.com gsinvestor-relationsgs.com Buck.Horne@RaymondJames.com

ivy@zelmanassociates.com bbeming@fppartners.com chris.husseygs.com joshua.po11ardgs.com

arjun.sharmaciti.com jacgueline.merrell@gs.cQIi jason.a.marcusipmorgan.com



cbrian@tradethetrend.com rob.hansen@db.com jesse.arocho-cruz@db.com jonathams.ellis@baml.com

kennethzener@keybanccm.com jrahmanikbw.com jay.chhatbarbaml.com

william.w.wongjpmorgan.com kisha.rosarioipmorgan.com inguiries@guggenheimpartners.com

karen.frenzags.com william.alexis@credit-suisse.com rnichael.dahlcredit-suisse.corn

kim@zelmanassociates.com christina.c.lojDmorgan.com ange1a.pruittdowiones.com

nick.vonldockädowjones.com george.sthhldowiones.com cbrian@mysrnartrend.com

Cc brian wargo wgo1asvegassun.com Snewsdesk@kvvu.com ed yoga

evogelreviewjourna1.com gramalhokvbc.com kbencze@ktnv.com 8onyourside@klastv.com

hsmith@xeviewiournal.com producers@ktvn.com desk@ktnv.com apacker@reviewiournal.com

jçdwards@eviewi ournaL corn jgreene@kvbc.com mlayton@klastv.com adhopkins@xeviewjoumal.com

news@krnv.com ke1ley1asvegassun.com rcomingsk1astv.com khowardreviewjoumal.com

mhiesigerreviewiournal.com kmovesianktnv.com milleru VMiller@lvbusinesspress.com

newsdesk@iklastv.com cylasvegassun.com Patrick.Coolican@lasvegassun.com

richard.senanolasvegassun.com cgeerreviewjourna1.com bhaynes@reviewjoumal.com

mblaskyreviewjouma1.com fgearylreviewjournal.com dkiharareviewjournal.com

dmcmurdo@reviewjournal.com ftnccabe@reviewjoumal.com lmowerreviewjourna1 .com

Date Wednesday September 21 2011 1224 PM

and Im dancing like butterfly and sting like scorpion

The 9th U.S Circuit Court of Appeals in San Francisco said lower court erred in concluding the homeowners

lacked standing to sue defendants including Beazer Homes USA mc DR Horton mc Lennar Corp PulteGroup

Incs Centex Homes and Ryland Group Inc

http//www.baltimoresut3.comlbusiness/sns-rt-us-homebuilders-rulingtre78k545-20 110921 0825442.story

Writing for 9th Circuit panel Judge Betty Fletcher said the plaintiffs may file an amended complaint to show

sufficient link between the defendants actions and the resulting economic harm She returned the case to

federal district court for further proceedings

As chance would have it Im drafting that very document today It will go out to the consumer attorneys law

enforcement and 1500 media contacts

Patrick

Patrick



EXHIBIT



-Original Message
Frosts pat sissud saute issudpatayahoo coal

Sent Monday AprU 2$ 200$ 5s42 SM

70 Leonard Marguna
Subject crininala and incarceration

Mr Marques

Pleas tall your former client that it only takes
minutes thee days to inflict substantial economic

damage to their RICO operations

..t intmt be v.ry clear... Ths tamale will

never enjoy the fruits of thedx illegal operations
will .viscerate their ceuspamy depict tleir vast bank accounts destroy their reputations
and hcgiefs4ly cause as much psychological and physiological damage to thee as they have to

thousands of better Americans

Sincerely

-son of mother who was shot at in Rurope while
littler Panesre wars cruising thxough Prance and of

Lather whos relatives wor slaughtered during the
Tunisian revolution

Taking this $ag corporation is nothing You ubt
need little perspective

This e-mail macnag is confidential is intended only fox the named

recipient above and may contain information that is privileged attorney work product

or ox.npt frost disclosure under applicablo law if you have rSceiwed this message in

error or ar not named recipient you are hereby notified that any disseeinaticn

distribution or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited XL you have received this

messag in error please immediately notify the sender by return e-mail and delete this

mail message frost your computer Thank you

IRS Ciroular 230 Disclosures As required by U.S Treasury Regulations governing tax

pract Lee you are hereby advised that any written tax advice contained herein was not

writ tan or intended to be us.d and cannot be used by any taxpayer for the purpose of

avoiding penalties that may be imposed under the Internal ReveUue Cods
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Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San JuanAve

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-45-5540 Cell

missudpatyahoo.com

August 2009

Attn Defendants and Agencies

Re Missud DHI et al RICO and Conspiracy to commit RICO

Via Certified and e-mail dennjs.ba haanusdoi.2ov 2rCflerSen.ov

Attention Defendants Agencies and Federal Agents

This is noice of an imminent RICO and consniracv to commit R1COsuit namin

RICO operating DR Horton Inc DM1 and DHI Mortgage

Aiding and abetting federal judges Roger BCOItCZ and Saundra Armstrong

Former South Carolina Magistrate and Dill under the table employee Curtis Cokrann

Former Nevada Deputy Commissioner and DHI under the table employee Susan Eckhardt

Criminally enabling defense firms Wendell Rosen Black and Dean Wood Smith Henning and Berman

Felonious DHI in house counsel/board members Morice Buchanan Buschacher Galland Harbour and

Non feasant State Bars of California Nevada and Texas



Syndicated media will first vecotnes of the comelaint with.smnortin evice long before the

defendants summons an seryed The fol owing are just the facts supporting the case for judicial

OffiCial psja4 atti Ilations by state Bar mcntbers and ciations limited

assortment fofticial government admisslons/ eºords and registered judicial 4ecislons are enclosedcr

cited On1P Unhato thi1lC information are provided rhird copy my
certified Mab 18 2009 letter 4iich

you have each positively received This CutrØnt letter will soon be

posted to www.dr oiudes.infofór medias and Americans caseof ccess My inteætis to ruin the

reputations of the named individuals and corporat ens and to expose the various govcnunaaI entities

responsible for DHIs predatory lending which has cost 300 million Americans trillions of dollarŁ..ln bail

outs while allowing the copciate dite to avoid justice The compassion that will now show the named

dCfendants will be similar to that shdwn by the DH1 corporation and its officers towards its own

consumers Evciy defendant whO has dealt with the devir will now become avictim of DHIs Own

corporate fraud aàd hopefully lbs as much as the hundreds/thousands of preyed on foreclosed and

bankrupted DHI consumers found nationwide Markopoulos exposed MadoWs jonæscheme which

injured only thousands of privatà Investors and several large funds iplan to expose the miscreants who

have.caused.catistrophic worldwide economic losses

Raincant Builder/Affiliated Lender RIC9

On July 12009 largest builder/affiliated lender Beazer Homes signed deferred prosecution

agreement admitted to predatol7 lending/mortgage fraud and agreed to $50 Million in consumer

restitution TheFBI SEC and HIJD agreed to settle in lieu of prosecuting Beazers participation in

scheme designed to increase its mortgage Companys profits and sell homes .. arrang ng larger loans that

consumers could afford ...fraudulently inflating home prices to offict incentives generally inflating

interest rates on the back end and intentionally overstating consumer income to qualify for home

purchases httn//charlo1teoLov/doioressrpV2009/ceO701O9idm Scores of Beazórs consumers have

been fOreclosed on and bankrupted Hundreds more have been financially mined

RylandKB and Hovnanian Homes and others have also similarly been found involyed in antitrust and

predatoiy lending

D.R Hortons sales volume is FOUR times as great as Beazets and qualifies for minimum of

$200 Million in consumer restitution Hundreds of official government documents and hundreds more

consumer emails Ia my possession prove the losses with absolute certainty Hundreds of DH1s consumers

have been foreclosed on and bankrupted Thousands more have been financially ruined All indications

however are that the DHI elite will skate and the white collar criminals will never hive to answer for

crimes that minorities and small fish regularly pay for....and justice for all

HODs Request fOr nw DHI Predatory Lendinc File



O.iul i90O6 .HUDbirectà.Ivy iackp sonally requested my then small file reg ding

DHIs regional predàtOij Lending oØcurriiig throughout CaifórniaandNevada was happy to oblige and

quickly sent her the douinents

OnNoVànber 192006 Al symndted rca estate colummst 1en iarney then prmted Builder-lender

partnsnhipsdriw HUDeye Within that article he wrote The statute police have begun intervening in

ounilahts broügbtby Individual consumers who builds areunfairly forcing them to use their

afluiatŁd mortgage Codipanies The following paragraph then bCgins to detail the same identicaL stories

that had sent ccitifled oHUDs Director iak3on hfteil/www.sfga$s.conilcni

biWartIcle.ca-/c/a0O6/1t/I91REG7rMEK$AlDTh

Judicial Furtherance Assistance and Enablemant of DHIs.RICO

On June 82009 die U.S Supreme Court tiled that Wcit Virginias judge Benjamin should have

disqualified himself from an appeal Ofa $50 million july verdict against Massey Energy Cobecauseth

boat mining compans CEO had becit one of his major campaign donors BenjaminSSwingvote

predictably favored MaSSey Eneæicb bad contributed S.M to his re-election.

httuf/wwwzeutcrs corn ftcle/domestjd4ewsildUSTRE5573RU2009O6O8

in June 2006 South Carolinas Speâial Magistrate Curtis Coltrane twice cited Dills corporate special

interests to trump communitys and couples First Amendment Right to speech and assemblyat

Beaufçrts traditional public forums 06-CP-07.16582224 and

httpt/fwww.drhortonhqmeofhorrors.info/South Carolina.html However another Magistrate not on DHIs

payroll properly ruled against DHJ whenit tried tp again eliminate the 222 year old right to speech and

assembly in Richland County Sodth Carolila ht wJ/w wwlstv.com/GlobaVstorv.asoS6676l 11 NOw in

2009 according to SouthernCarolinasBeaufàrt bench Special MagiStrate Coltrafle is no longer in their

service nor even practicing law Perhaps Collrane$ former DHI income is Sufficient to Support

hiSlifestyle His friend ofafeather was $inilarly indicted recently on July 312009 Supporting her owfl

lith$tyle hup.areenvilleonjjfle.cofid2009O731WEWS1903l0329MNEWSWBeaUfôrt-
court-clerkmhenIernefltcbnrees

In October2007 Northern District of California Judge Saundra Armstrong quickly closed DHI

predatory lending case which precisely mirrors the smallish $50 Million Beazer deferred prosecution case

she resoundingly refused the plaintifFs offer to bring dozens now hundreds of nationally defrauded

consumer contacts to an oral hearing for which them would have been public record She ignored Clark

County court finding of fraud and deceptive trade practices by the Same defendants when She should have

given that ruling full faith and credit Judge Saundra ArmStrong Æven dismissed an official police repoit

generated in the ordinary course of büaincu by an officer whose official duty was to accurately document

the bombing of the plalntifUwhistkblowsra frUck at 1000 PM on August 2007

tt//drkdkirnIçin1 Coincidentally at 10.00 PM that very

same evenin the p1aintifJs already month tang spÆnsorsd interuet campaign had infbrmed yet another

1000 people nationally Of DHI$RICO Th plaintiff can now point to 200 million reasons why Dill would



want to silence him through fear and intimidation Perhaps ArmStrong cenpint to$eisvi1 hundred

thouSand reaSons why She found for DHI Most riceatty onAugJst 11 2009 this

court even entered document number 55 into PACER misripreseliting that it was1iled by the

whistelbiowers wife despite her non-involvement inthese.PHI RICO related matters and to somehow

tamt her as licensed attorney The northern districts federa has now taken its own official

retaliaioiy judicial action to prevent federal infàrmant-froni ruthfiiily Informing gornmeM and thó

public of DHIs nationwide crimes oomraventin ofCFRTitIe 18 Section 1513c

sac 13I Another questionable

directed verdict by ArmStrong Is her dismissal of big money tcbaóco cosnpanies.in asuit.whicb should

have been the seventh in row favoring consuÆneas thetime thatShs ruled DÆcinber 2003 to break

the consumer win streak it was common kn wledge that tobacco companie$manipulatsd nicotine levels

and hooked kids into smoking /IM4 $ifl.ha aid

Yet another vesy questionable ruling Is when

ArmStrong recently refuSed to accept settlement agrccmCnt which would have required nearly SUM in

fines and the.sbuttering of biotech business Rnthcr than let those cxpepsivc conditions appea
ArmStrong did not accept the settlement inst the prosecutors to strike new deal with the

wealthy entrepreneur

In March 20O9 Bush Jrs hand picked corporate-favoring Judge Roger Benitez who believes that an

unregulated DH has nothing but consumers best interests mniind compelled arbitrationfor five blatantly

defrauded DIII predatory lending victims The victims comniunsties were separated by nearly 500 miles

with their DHI originated mortgages issued by differteit branch offlce DHI corporate insider from

Texas 1500milCs away also confirmed that DIII Mod spMicyin Texas as wales In California

Nevada Virginia Plorida Oregon Washington Illinois ColoradoL is to require consumers to use

Dills aftil ated lender otherwise lose their thousands in deposits On May 202009 the consumer

advocacy group Public Citizen printed Home Court Advantage How thcBuilding Industry Uses Forced

Arbitration to Evade Accountability

In the very well researched 53

pagedocument citing 340 sources Public Citizen dØtnmined that arWtration is overwhelmingly effective

for coqoratlon$whlch keep arbitratorSin busineSSby requiring comuipersto capitulate to boilerplate and

unconscionable mandatory arbitrations clauses Itideed this was tØ yysame finding in document 24
which was timely submitted into evidence The undeniabl..mathemâtical statisticsfrom both these

documents are that forced arbitration costs consumers even mre money than thcy have already lost in the

original fraud have second and third DIII corporate insiddr/infcrman who also agree with the first that

DIII illegally ties home sales to mortgage services There were many amplegrounds for invalidating the

Ærbkratlons clause After all arbitration agreements are faore arid shall bevalid irrevocable and

enforceable save upon such grounds as exist at law OR INEQUITY for the revocation of any contract

Order to Compel Arbitration page lines 13-151 Under contracts 101

fraud and nonmtituality rescinds contracts and clauses Any contract in which fraud is contemplated is

also an illegal unenforceable contract DIII could not have contemplated that contractual fraud would have

to be arbitrated under terms of the agreement BenitczSdeci$ion to force arbitration on these already once

defrauded cOnsumers is either incompetent or corrupt

Federal Cover un of years notice of DHIs RlCO
can prove HUD cover up in three different ways Said cover up Is to suppress the Information which

HUD should have acted on five years ago to prevent our currently growing S30000O0000000 bail out

caused by rampant mortgage fraud and predalosy lending

On D.cembs31 2001 the FTC found 205 pages of responsive records to my FtC FOIA request 2009-

00355 which sought predatory lending complaints againstHI and DIII Mortgage One of the 190 pages

that the FTC released even contained one of my complainti copied to and then only forwarded by the DO
In fact the FTC recorded about of my complaints and upditca that I-had sent by certified mail My

predatory lending complaints were among 44 others from 16 other states All of tlii FTCs records which

sent were received as carbon copies of letters sent directly to HUD Ironically MUD has not been able tO

fnid any of my or any others complaints in its own archives HUD though is the primary regulatory



authority to receivç TILA RESPA and mortgage fraud complaints.not only from myself but from atIeat

l6otherDHlmarkotstates

On Februaiy6 2009 HUDs Office of the Inspector General sent letter in reply to my HUD FOIA

requEst which sought information regarding prdatoiy lending by DHI this countiys.slngle largest

builder/affiliated lender Their research indicated that there WCTC no responsive records to problematic

DHI and DHI Mortgage transactions However three weeks later on February 27 2009HUD
miraculously managed tofind nearly 7700 athninistrative records proving builder/affiliated lendel fraü

against consumers in case 08..CV-01324-Afl-TCB Then on April 302009 after my sec nd POIA

request again seeking this exact type of information or copy of the 7700 adsninistraiye iecords MUD
reiterated the position that it had noresponsive records

On March 122007 at 032410 PM clerk 03 accepted and scanned both bar coded oediflEd packages

7006 2150 0001 1108 sos and 5065 into computer at the Onondaga Post office Bath ouncepkages

containing 30 doubl sided pages of proof of DHIs predatoiy lending were addressed to HUD and the FTC
in Washington DC 20580 The computer generated receipt 0567830036-0096 is als loggedinto thE

computer as Bill 1000402285364 This paper receipt Was printed seconds after all this computer

information was instantly registered within the USFS database Inexplicably when one tries to track the

packages on usps.com there is now no record of 60 pages of tips to HUDIFTC which àould have pee

empted our economic crisis directly linked to predatory lending and mortgage fraud

To this day my HUI FOIA request remains unfulfilled despite new FOIA guidelines which claim to

provide more transparency in obtaining just such government records
.1

have yet toreceive single

document from HUD the federal agency commissioned to prevent predatory lending aid to archive just

such records

Ste Acent Furtherance aid Enablement of DFII RICO

On June 12006 Nevadas Deputy Commissioner for Mortgage Lending SuSan Eckhtidt finally replied to

my third subpoena demanding awritten explanation as to why shedid not investigate DM1 Mortgage

despite my having forwarded 20 separate instances of predatory lending to her office By Nevada statelaw

She was to have provided her answcr without the necessity of Eny subpoenas and WithIn 90 days

submission of my complaint Within her month delinquent answer She essentially Stated that although

She issued five licenses to DM1 Mortgage her office could not regulate the company Twenty six dEys

later Nevadas Attorney General Informed me that they were searching for her replacement and if could

send them my file Today Las Vegas is the foreclosure capitol of the world with in 68 homes already

foreclosed or in the process of foreclosure SuSan Eckhardt is responsible for millions in lo$$e$and the

bankrupty of thousands in her own city believe She left town and Sought employment eI$ewhcta

In East Hempfield Pennsylvania building code officialS passed rampant notorious non codc oorniaæt

construction defects in favoi of DHI When third party inspectors were asked to review DHIs

construction the massive defects were easily spotted and the Countys codE officialSrapidly terminated

httnilwww 4eesJdh tsferoocJ.fo/Pea1vJÆla S.btinl

Otherrampant Dtil RICO
The FBI found Beazer type appraisaifroud in DHVs Virginias Rippon Landing

Dills

fraudulent appraisals also extended to Florida

DHIs fraudulent appraisals also extended to Nevada where consumers have stated that the base price of

their homes would Increase if outside financing wassecured On example being that home would cost

an additional $53000 if the purchaser/mortgage agent brokered his own loan second example being that

the base price was so inflated that outside lenders would not finance and the buyer had to ck with the

much more expensive Dill Mortgage .by default OtherEnglish as second language Nevadans have also

had their homes reappraised only tofind that they had been swindled at the time of their purchase About

half of that community is now bankruptcd

DM1 transfer tar evasion was discovered in Pennsylvanias Village Grande development DM1 of course

had the home buyers pay for their upgrades Those same upgrades however were conveniently omitted



from afe axes when it came time for DHI to paythe stats tax

DIII miacharacterizes its work force to evade payroll lares in New Jersey

silo erktmI DHI did the same in

Punta Gorda Florida lledu ecom/ti-o.fl/tsO21i4lmet 143I472.shtsil

DIII fged special inspections records for structural components in Yuba County California

Atson Is suspected DHIs money losing Paramount condominium project in San Diego and another in

Vacavills California

DHI misrepresentation in aU 27 market states concerning land misrepresentation warranty and construction

defects

hfthll1e.coIswers hqrteiulz starting

SEC violatiçntt

The SEC has ked complaint HO 1042390 in its archives concerning DHIs accelerated closing ad
threatened depiisit forfeitureon an incomplete home krqualify for that quaits.earnings The house was

ready for moe In months later In the next quarter Apparently that consumers neighbor also suffered

the same fate Likely scores or hundreds of others had to pro pay for homes they could not live in because

Tomnitz email directives to DHI agents werC to meet sales goals every quarter at all costs by whatever

means to increase stock valuation and outperform peers

h4trn/tw4onaldtosnlçzisnaroolciaforomaftz Err alkàtnl

During the recent 2009 2d Qtr earnings conference call CEO Donald Tomnitz made material

misrepresentations to shareholders in claiming that DHI Mdrtgage does an excel lent job underwriting

mortgages and the related risk atsociated with it.. This despite an overwheming mountain of proof that

he has personal knowledge to the contrary which brings us to DHIs predatory lending...

RampentDIIoredatocv lendina/mortcaae fraud in 17 states according tothe FTCs own files 20 states

according to my even more extensive tiles and all 27 of DHIs marker states by simply surfing the web

Horton predatory lending or Horton morig ge fraud

httes//w.drorto.hpspeaflkJnfolFTC Jeords.htal

My own very extensively documented case for which DIII has already produced documents and admissions

has yielded blatant DHI lies DHI had my loan positively and internally approved yet sent me fraudulent

federally certified letter claiming that had breached their contract of adhesion by not fulfilling DHI

Mortgages requirements or becoming fully approved The reason for their fraudulent predatory letter

informing me that they would retain my deposits and cancel my contract was because instead chose to

finance with Wells Fargo The greedy Dlii board of directors who crafted their antitrust corporate policy

leaving consumers no choice in lenders would not earn mortgage origination commission from me nor

be able to resell my loan for their corporatlons bottom line In FACILas Vegas DIII Mortgage agent

Michael Mason first claimed in two successive letters that was approved then only preliminarily

approved then not approved in fraudulent statement to Dliis under the table employee and former

Nevada Deputy Commissioner then finally approved in California court documents to evade jurisdiction

which would have come by way of lying to the California court Clark County Nevada case A55 1662

San Francisco Superior 1O$-447499 and _________________

in Betsinger four other Las Vegas DIII agents have already been civilly liable for fraud The

four criminally acting DIII agents are in addition to the agents involved in my case and several more who



are also vely1bUfld thrughout the 190 pages of FTC responsive records It would scam that all the

Las Vegas DHI Mortgage agentswere following the same nationwide predatory lending scheme originating

from DHIs Fort Worth boardroom just as declared by DM1 corporate insiders

The retaliation that DIII has taken against me as federal informant in nationally exposing their vast

predatory lending and mcrtgae fraud has occatred four documented times the last by car bomb

My information and scanned certified letters are

posted tn 16 web sitCe On the web which havC by now been seen by over million Americans

kftus4ftnauvflaicfnenccIaun4aV2oOflnatrIclpIIsIudi1flO14aDdf
boa/twww4rllLoceifld tlpLqn

DIII defense attorney nerjury

In California Wendel Rosen Black and Dean attorneys perjured themselves twice to the San Francisco

Superior Court the first time by falsely claiming to have contacted me fur an experte bearing

In Nevada Wood Smith Heflniflg end Berman attorneys have perjured themselves three times denying the

receipt of certified mail making false statements to the former DIII corrupted Deputy Commissionei

Eckhardt and in mis-stating aourt ordered form of order

httus//svww.drh.rto.cfi4itjàLcorn1d3.html

InTexas5 DIII board inembcàwbo also happentO bØattorncys have been repeatedly notified of

discovery of their boardroom originated predatory lending yet have done nothing to stop ithUnil/www
DIII in house counsels çchibit icase 08-CV-O 1324 boldly claims..to have high customer mortgage

origination satisfaction DHI.evcnoffeis asingje letter by happy customer as proof The truth though is

that DHI ranks slightly better thàii predatory lenders Ryland and Countrywide That information.was

compiled by independent third party 3D Power and Associates and posted to the web

httnjhw.iInowcoiitcop.nteaelenumarelensexflD.20O71662OO1l6e Note

that the hyperlink to the hard data no Longer works although there arc calls to it which pervasively exist

throughout the web This information is being suppressed so instead hard copy record was printed before

all the damning data disappeared and was sent in support of my March 192009 letter Rather than

single letter in support of DHI satisfactory mortgage origination offer 44 from the FTC records and

hundredsmorefrom my own archives all öfwhichclaiming thatDHl is apredatoiylcndcr in atleast20 of

DHIs 27 market states

State Bar on feasance

The California bar has been repeatedly notified of California attorneys taking part in DHIs RICO

furthering nationwide mortgage fraud5 yet has taken no action

The Nevada bar has bean repeatedly notified of Nevada attorney mis-conduct which has enabled DHIs
nationwide mortgage fraud but has taken no action

The Texas Bars non feasancestarts on page 23 ofkt$ifIftc.eovt4nn/corufiacf.neaçtIoi/I4a

Several certified letters were posted to all these organizations

To date the TX state bar has taken no action against five DIII general counsels and board members who
have orchCstrated the nationwide predatory lending which has contributed to the worlds financial melt

down

Conclusions

Every single system and organization meant to protect consumers from DHIs predatory lending has

completely failed them This has in part resulted lathe current $3 Trillion recession/depression Dli is the

largest builder/affiliated lender which has the highest captive capture percentag whereby its in houso
affiliated lender DHI Mortgag finances DHI horn sales at the astounding 95% rate EDHIS 1011 This is

the hlghrdt among all the builders however DHI Mortgages origination satisfaction is among the lowest

of all the builders and just slightly better than Countrywide and Ryland two mortgage originators already

having been found to write predatory loans Hundreds of nationwide consumers have filed complaints

regarding DHIs predatory loans with various organizations including the FTC for years FTC records

show that at least 44 consumers from at least 17 states have claimed that DHI Mortgage originates

predatory loans Federal and state courts have been deluged with predatory lending complaints against



Dill and Dill Mortgage for DH1 DHI cathhan Martincz
Schankin Collins Frasure Knobloch Yow Tiernbly Braàecki Rivein Brcckway Pena Costello Zenneç

Foelle Howe Casner George Williams Buckier Stoiall lrcthcr TothWo11 Buckinghan Rome
gfl%jfrJ1 Teamer Raddon Hovander Belding Lackman RhoadesLeona Bradsbaw Adoni Christino

.BósIOçper Kelly Seifrid Evans Medeiros McVay Nguyen KosklGreenberg.... from Nevada

California Virginia Arizona Oregon Maryland Texas Georgia Colorado Washington New Mexico

lflinbis....iiiveØachbeen implicated soiflelbund civilly liable slid others reprimanded for predatory

linding Federal and stats agenc as are currcntly covering up their lack of.nforóecnent of consumer

protections laws because their liability to the general public is overwhelming comipt Nevada

Commissioner has made Las Vegas the foreclosure capitol of th world having decimated property values

jfo area for every single property owner Judicial and official corruption in South Carolinas B.aufort

aiid Blufftcn Cçninties is rampant The federal and state judiciaries have furthered and enabled Dill in

fleecing consumers and now American tax payers of their hundreds of millions of TARP funds by time and

again favoring DH1s corporate interests over consumera DHIs defense attorneys who have taken ethical

oaths p5 fiirthr or ues have neverthelesstaken an active role h.assistlng DHIs RICO State bars

vhch are supposed to policeattorneys have been proven impotent cwieluctant to stop the attorneys

criiinal

The intent of the forthcoming RICO tiling is to provide permanent.reoord of delbndants roles in assisting

the LHI criminal enterprise Even CEO Tomnhz stated in the semdquarter conference call that DHI has

oEigineied billions in loans over the past ten years Those predatory loans could have beeii stopped by

HtJD flve years ago by Commissioner Eckbardt three years ago by judge Armstrong two years ago and

by judge Benitez this year Another reason to file this Imminent RICOsurt Is to trigger deftmabon claims

by the individuali or disbarment proceedings by the defendant oiganizations .Oice these have been

initiated can blindly reach into my file cabinet withdraw sCvcrathundred recounts of DHIs predatory

lthding prove every single allegation with certainty and achieve the public exposure that now require

KnOw that DHI sued the Scripps Broadcasting Corporation in 1999 forlhr less negative exposure than

have already brought them yet Dill doesnt attempt to sue mc fur fear of additional exposure 99-CV-

.196 DHI filed SLAPP suit against consumers in Safe Homes Nevada but lost to an honestjudge

applying the First Amendment 1ttoJ/ wiournaLcpmtlrl ham ZtO3LMav-2Tbu
2OWbusIiast2142t432.htl DHI twice filed injunctions preventing speech in South Carolina and was

fly successful because judge Coltrane was on their payroll next honest South Carolina judge

perly refused Dill injunctive relief and allowed sacrosanct ihallenable speech and peaceful assembly to

continue as ithas for 222 years

to ts federal iudees receivüia
thJa

transinission As an attorney am supposed to respect court rulings

have cinpletely disrespecled yours linked your decisions to corruption or incompetence already contacted

niódla and should be disciplined with contempt of court Not takingthis step would be seen as tacit

idmissionor an adoption of the allegations by silence

To Ike state bars receivinc this transmissioit As an attorney am supposed to follow ethical codes of

conduct have in many instances not followed thoe canons You should each initiate an investigation

into my actions Not taking this step would be seen as tacit admission or an adoption of the allegations by

silence

TII hderal umts receIvne this tranamission In the Beazer deferred prosecution the DOJ states that

indicting the principles at Bearer is not consideration brOause it employs 5000 individuals and would

have detrimental effect on unemployment This is not the case since the builders generally hire sub

contractors and have few corporate employees DHIs Donald Tomnltz is on record during the Q2 2009

Øenfucnce call claiming that his company the larpet of residential builders employed only 2900 people

There would be negligible ifany net loss in jobs if Dill ware to completely fold DHIs market share

would be easily absorbed by over 15 of Its competitors which would be happy to See it go employ some of

its less criminal agents and hire Dills leveraged andundercut/over-worksd sub contractors However

bankrupted DHI would injure the interests of thousands of its victims created through predatory tending

warranty misrepresentation land sale miSrepresentation construction defect so instead suggest

the following In 2006 Chairman Donald Horton ranked as the 606 richest man in the world and should



restoconsunr lsea his óWIpOCeL understand that the DHrdwas.alsoyery well

compensated and evan recetyed bonuses for defraudng thousands over the course of years One such

director was evns PrancmsNe the former U.S Treaswy Secretary hired to peddle political influence on

Capitol Hill and meet with Franklin Rames of Fannie Mae Infemy

144tIttThen

Very well establishe4 mall fraud and ratcctoenng laws should provide federal agcnics
with the

jurisdiction to take such acbcns Since profits from
illegal undertakings should be disgorged recommend

starting
with Ic felons and former high ranking federal officials in Fort Worth

Just the factsJist sue mc

IS/PatrickMissud

Patrick Missud Esq CA2196I4

PS Can hve my jUlFQIA request now9

Z.The.usps.positive1ccepI..tle following in the few seconds after they were scanned into the

usps datahosç..

.HO4lA 0MB Memorandum M-O1
Armstrong -8696 mtØ87O2 Cal Bar -8719

In numerous stat throughOit the Country local state and oven federal officials have

time and.agaln upported Horton to thi detrIment of consumers .... and perhaps even

recelSd Æbsnlfit for themsehres See the official documents within Contact me as

PatrIck Missud

91 San Juan Avenue

SanFranclscoM112
.. ... ...... 41484O

FAX 415-584-7261

mI5sUdoatcvhO..com
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PATRICK MISSUD

Engineer/Coscior/Businessenan

Consubant/Unfortunate Attorney

91 Saniuan Ave

SF CA 94112

845.5540 Ccli

Scplcmbcr 21 2009

Office of the Chief Trial Counsel/Intake

Stat Bar of California do Adriana Burger

1149 South hill Strict

Los Angeles CA 90015-2299

Via CeMfleMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

Attention State Bar Agents

This lesscr Is to memorialize my September 17Ih afternoon conversation with state Bar agent

Burger who refused to reduce anything to writing or follow up on myccrtWied complaint

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-crCVad at 929 AM on August 28 2009 Our conversation dealt with

the following themes

Meltdown

Way back in November 2005 submitted complaint with overwhelming evidence to prove

court misrepresentations by attorney/co-corispiralors from mega inn Wendel Rosen Black and

Dean Marque2 Ross and the Wendel firm were defending prdeiory lenderfraudulent mortgage

originator Honon IDHIJ Rather than investigate the attorneys and firm the Bar passed the

buck and required that myself reach into my pocket punch the clock and pohce the Co

conspirators in San Franciscos County Court Since the judge did not want to weigh In on

pissing maich the unethical attorneys and their consumer-crushing corporate defense inn went

on and on and on to further Dills criminal RICO as is very extensively documented within

numcrcea corroborating sources and detailed federal records To recap the complaint the

attorneys learned of my absence ftom California avoided contact with me by cell phene the

number was listed throughout the documents that they themselves submitted in support of their

motion and then scheduled an cx pert hearing just few hours before my return to conceal

evidence othÆclients nationwide predatory Iendlngmnrgage fraudlTARP

ingfS3000000000000 wall street bail out funding paid by 300000000 tax paying

Americans Ms Burger claimed that because did not gii what wanted then that was

bullying the state Bar now Exhibits

Ms Burger lad the aucny to claim that merely one ot thousands of Individual Bar members

was bullymgiimcilitmitely more powerful Calilwnia Bar the entity which replants my license

irUpia.sd burgeons with attorneys has in house Chief Counsel and is capitalized to the

hiL àew the Bars attention to exhIbits wherein Burger will find real world examples of

bullying Melsndea/Jenkins who were admonished by $80 Dills defense counsel that ih.y

dont have to go
in thert There was the Beaufort County court house where Magistrate

Curtis Coltrana and Dills covert employee would soon rule against their inalienable lirsI

Amendment rights Oh by the way the Beaufort Bench staled that he is no longer practicing law

and thanked me ice my corropcrat ion Spelling Corr.cs How about Corrente who has required



that dozen Texas stale agencies ireivni en her behatbecause $88 DIII repeatedly promises

and then reneges on warranted repairs She is one of bwxketh in my database alt of whom
confirm last wash Powers survey that statisticaHy finds for second year in row that DIII

has the lowest customer warranty satisfaction and greatest number of minor and major

construction defects If she Bar isnt too busy non ranlng passing the buck or otherwls

sleeping please visit MnI1wi for confirmation that $80 DIII drags its

too and leaves consumers so make repairs on their own dimes How about $80 DIII extorting the

AranovS into consummating increasingly onerous real estate deals The base price of

Ycvginys home shot up suddenly as closing just like the interest rate on Eleanoras doubled her

monthly mortgage payments Surprise Compare this so the English.deficient Voons and Songs

who also put substantial deposits on their PB DIII built homes and then had than forfeitcif

because they didnt capitulate to DFHs increasing financially crushing terms Olga Dothon was

sold by $80 DIII that if she didnt sign on dwdotted Iine that they would steal her $82000 and

then forctce on her house to make up the difference could add over another hundred stories

from my personal archives append at least 500 emails or pull out 590 pages of FTC records but

wilt instead describe how $80 DIII tried so illegally compel me into their antitrust tying of

mortgage scrvices to my homes purchase After being FULLY approvccL the pricks sent kttcr

staling that became had not completed lender requiremcnIs they would forfeit my deposits

then immediately flew so Vegas high on Vicodine prescnbed for kidney pain to MAKE them

sell me my home litndcd by MY chosen lender Those recounts are about tucking bullying You

ward more then just ask

Ill Harassment

Ms Burger daims that my Bar letters sent to her attention amounts to harassnieni

Little ole $80 DIII also claimed the same harassmcnt in Clark County fraud case A55 5662

wherein they produced over 1000 pages of NOTICE which had sent them regarding $88 DHIs

discovered nationwide predatory lending and other RICO SIB DHrs defense counsel again

claimed the same harassment in Californias Southern District of San Diego antitrust case 008-

cv.00592 wherein they requested judicial notice of another 1000 documents including

correspondence from plaintiffs counsel Patrice/Patrick Missud Those mother tucken had

years long NOTICE oS$B DHIs nationwide predatory lending and other RICO conveniently

forgot their ethicS aSSisted SIB DHI in fleecing thousands of already defrauded DIII consumers

second time and guaranteed the rip.offof thousands more well into thc future $80 DIII yet

again claimed the same harassment In Cailicinias Northern District of San Francisco case 07-

cv.0262$ over two yeats ago and long befor the first S700M in TARP funds were disbursed

from 300.000000 taxpayers pockets Remember that TARP was specifically created in part to

pay
for $88 DHIs mortgage sucVpredssory lending which has led to colossal nationwide

foreclosures where is sold extorted buyers the moss homes namely Stockton Mcrced

Sacramento San Diego Las Vegas By the way the California and lilinois Attorneys

General as well as HLJD the FTC DOJ SEC and select media each also received NOTICE or

800 page fllcs some JSPS certitied containing oodles of contact information for defrauded $80

DIII consumers fb.md nationwide

Pf ReuWkoi
Ms Burger churned that because the files were closerL the Bar could not regulate the licensed mel

teasing attorneys recall that certain Nevada Deputy Commissioner came to the sante finding

regarding DHIs mat leasing agents Susan Eckhaeth was replaced within 26 days other

ridiculous statement She was th third such State CommiSSioner found lobe on private

intereStS payrolls Perhaps she should be shackled and sent so Leavenworth Exhibit

Aupeal



Mt Burger told me that my current recourse was to appeal the Bars no action decision to the

Callforala Supreme Court Firstly the 501 puts me sot Even UI had the opportunity howaver

the legal SyStem is hr too expensive and stow to prockice any useful results In 2004.1 brought

ny and others DHI consumer fraud inforrnanono federal and Nevada authoritiineappear for

their help Bush federal agents were told not to inveIigaIe and by then scene Nevada officials

were nireatly in the pocket of the 606 richest man on the planet Donald Horton In 200$

appealed to Californias Superior Court which allowed for dismissal of $88 oHrs back breaking

foreclosure prompting family bankupimg nationwide RICO for only procedural reasons

appealed for help In 2006 to 26 other state regulators and again to the fed to stem SS$DHIsS$$S

white collar cvmiisl grand theft and fraud taking place across state lines and Ilvough mail and

wire bitt nothing was donn In 2007 over one full year prier to tim Bear-SlearsLehman

/Fa.miFreddie financial disasters appealed to the northern circuit which had enoy docwnen

required to put stop to the worlds current financial cusis caused directly by the same type of

predatory lending that SIB DH$ is renowned or but for Soene reaSon judge ArmStrong ruled in

$80 DIIIS liver In 20081 appealed to cla çtign liiiiors
to do whit and appmut

evyons cOUlJ do namj1touch the itle DQolI1ç Horton am has Fhkd Reik
Judge flhtez aw it óHI way yet again despilC overwbekaing tistate corroboration oI

fraud via 2009 have run out of appeaLs and patience hvc ahgonc straight to
media to ese t$aTsciaiana ludaclal coriupnL kustead ifony crying wo41 way back in

20b4 Ishouldlavelcen screaming boloCaOsl xlaibW4

VI Crutchisloec

Thank you for the furthe opportunity to prepare exhibits which will be filed in support of nay

RICO suit naming the Bar and several officials andjudges Keep in mind that the enclosures are

mere fraction of the documents possess and have amassed through 18 sites which feature at

least 1000 documents available on die world wide web Since the Special interSiS are too

powcrM well connected and enabled by the Smaller fiSh absolutely have to expose them you
instead

With the greatest sincerity and loPreserve and Improve our Justice Systeoc read your ruckang

Bar carth

Patrick Missud ME CE GC JD last and very least attorney

EncL

Cc Media tirough the faIr reporting exception following RICO suit filing

Armstrong L-8795

Bcnitea L..-8801



EXHIBIT



From pat missud malftomlssudpat@yahoo.com

Sent Monday August 09 2010 235 PM

To dennls.barghaanusdoj.gov greenerOsec.gov Mdanle.ProctQr@usdoJ.gOV

Cc Joel Odou Patilda Peterson Nacn Cutter ItsevlcedesknvCOurtS.nV.gOv

subject Nevadas proven furtherance of DHIs RICO

Good afternoon all

State and Federal Agents-

Since its obvious that the criminal directors at Dill are to walk because of their political

connections am now filing my papers first with the media We are up to several corrupted

commissioners in two states several corrupted judiciaries in perhaps three states several

corrupted council people from at least states clear violations of both state and federal laws in

27 states and very clear retaliation against federal whistle blower from California Americans

will be protected from Donalds Horton and Tomnitz despite Nevadas best efforts at concealment

and suppression

Also HUD has not replied to my renewed FOIA request and the SEC has not yet updated me

on compelling DHI to print this year trust that those will be in the mail this week

Mr Odou and Clerks in Department ii

Your courtesy copies are attached without the voLuminous exhibits Those can be found on the

web or in wiznet The media has already received their copies am awaiting DHIs final fees

and costs award for inclusion in Missud Nevada Eiahth Judicial District Court of Clark

County et al

Very Very Sincerely

Patrick Missud

To Preserve and Improve Our Justice System in Order to Assure Free and Just Society Under

Law -Not just for the rich who have destroyed millions world wide

cc Media



EXHIBIT



From pat missud

Sent Wednesday April 04 2012 1117 AM

To ssmith@meyersnave.com kdrake@meyersnave.com dinness@meyersnave.com bstrottman@meyersnave.com

cryan@hayesscott.com acalderon@hayesscott.com wagstaffe@kerrwagstaffe.com tompkins@kerrwagstaffe.com

mackey@kerrwagstaffe.com kfeinstein@sftc.org myuen@sftc.org Amy.anderson@calbar.ca.gov

Adriana.burger@calbar.ca.gov adonlan@sftc.org bcompton@sftc.org dlok@sftcorg ACheng@sftc.org

adam@posardbroek.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.com Tanner.Brink@McNamaraLaw.com

Christopher.Lustig@McNamaraLaw.Com trg@mmker.com ehuguenin@greenhall.com law@nivensmith.com

bfasuescu@sanmateocourt.org scott@mckayleonglaw.com Ising Elizabeth tbmontano@drhorton.com

garris@wbsk.com kider@wbsk.com souders@wbsk.com jodou@wshblaw.com rtodd@wshblaw.com

mroose@wshblaw.com cgilbertson@wshblaw.com LMarquez@wendel.com GMRoss@wendel.com

vhoy@allenmatkins.com mmazza@allenmatkins.com jpatterson@allenmatkins.com cpernicka@allenmatkins.com

cdawson@rdlaw.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com

ecs@nvrelaw.com joseph@josephmaylaw.com oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@seC.goV

TommasinoJ@clarkcountycourts.us DeptilLC@ClarkCountyCourts.us KutinacD@clarkCoufltyCoUits.US

nvscclerk@nvcourts.nv.gov itservicedesk@nvcourts.nv.gov aginfo@ag.state.nv.us ncjdinfo@judicial.state.nv.us

judcom@govmail.state.nv.us Hawkins3@clarkcountycourts.us GambleL@clarkcountycourts.us davidc@nvbar.org

kimberlyf@nvbarorg ecartwright@ag.nv.gov NVFMPnvcourts.nvg0V annie.reding@usdoj.gov

bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Subject Fw Missud 2012 SEC 14a8 Proposal for Action ReDHI and RICO

FYI

On Wed 4/4/12 pat missud missudpalÆwrote

From pat missud missudpatcavahoo.com

Subject Fw Missud 2012 SEC 14a8 Proposal for Action ReDHI and RICO
To josh.1evin2iciti.com dan.oppenheiiri2icredit-suisse.corn michaei.rehaut2ijprnorgan.com david

.go1dbergubscom iæshusooddb.com FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

stcvc.eastwcsfbcom mrossbgbinccom gs-investor-re1ationsas.com BuckIiorneiRaymondJarnescom

ivyàze1manassociatescorn bbemingcfpartncrs.com chrisJiusscyagscom joshuaVpol1ard@gs.com

arjun.sharmaciti.com jacgue1ineincrre11Ægs.com jasonaJnarcusCjpm0rgafl.COm



cbrian@tradethetrend.com rob.hansen@db.com jsse.arocho-crnz@db.com jonathan.s.ellis@baml.com

kenneth zener@keybanccm.com jrahmani@kbw.com rosteen @kbw.com jay.chhatbar@baml.com

william.w.wong@jpmorgan.corn kisha.rosario@jpmorgan.com inguiries@guggenheimpartners.com

jane.wongl@barnl.com karen.frenza@gs.com wilhiam.alexis@credit-suisse.com michael.dahl @credit

suisse.com kim@zelmanassociates.com christina.c.lo@jpmorgan.com angela.pruitt@dowjones.com

nick.vonklock@dowjones.com george.stahl@dowjones.com cbrian@mysmartrend.com pchu@fnno.com

adam.rudiger@wellsfargo.com jack.micenko@sig.com jhymowitz@philadelphiafinancial.com

steven.bachman@rbccrn.com robert.wetenhall@rbccm.com

Date Wednesday April 2012 816 AM

Collateral Damage..

On Wed 4/4/12 pat missud missudpat CP yahoo corn wrote

From
pat

missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Subject Missud 2012 SEC 4a8 Proposal for Action ReDHI and RICO

To foiapa@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov Livornesej@SEC.GOV oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov

dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annieseding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Cc dan.fitzpatrick@wsj.com hilzenrathd@washpost.com nick.timiraos@wsj.com Robbie.Whelan@wsj.com

sboyer@hearst.com Scott.Glover@latimes.com Scott.Gold@latimes.com sdean@c1ick2houston.com

hsmith@reviewjournal.com snishimura@star-telegram.com asorci@sacbee.com Scott.Reckard@latimes.com

sosdnews@uniontrib.com estanton@bloomberg.net Anne.Tergesen@wsj.com stevebrown@dallasnews.com

tellis@dallasnews.com thorner@sptimes.com tom.petruno@latimes.com tshaffer@attorneygeneral.gov

ryan.vlastelica@thomsonreuters.com wargo@lasvegassun.com trigaux@sptimes.com

mvansickler@sptimes.com vacaville@thereporter.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com bwillis@bloomberg.net

dawn.wotapka@dowjones.com lmorgan@sptimes.com amoss@nctimes.com sangeetha@seekingalpha.com

national@iiytimes.com peter coy@businessweek.com president@nytimes.com

jim.puzzanghera@latimes.com publisher@nytimes.com readers@forbes.com realestate@nytimes.com

ruth.simon@wsj.com feedback@mysanantonio.com francesco.guerrera@wsj.com kris.maher@wsj.com

yv1aste1ica.reuters.com@reuters.net FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 liz.rappaport@wsj .com

robin.sidel@wsj.com Aaron.Lucchetti@wsj .com contact-editorial@seekingalpha.com jess.bravin@wsj.com

constance.mitchell-ford@wsj .com peter.grant@wsj.com angela.pruitt@dowjones.com

nick.vonklock@dowjones.com Rick.Brooks@wsj.com eamon2 @bloomberg.net

william.rempel@latimes.com michael.siconolfi@wsj.com

Date Wednesday April 2012 815 AM

Good morning SEC agents-

Find attached last years copy of my 4a8

Per your
official records posted to the web have owned sufficient securities for over three years

Per your
last refusal to compel publication also published to the web my cases which the SEC claimed was my

motivation to protect DHI shareholders have been statistically closed

Per the official federal court docket my severed case against the SEC and not DHI however is still unresolved

Once federal judge Ryu orders that the SEC be released/absolved from Madoff-2 actually Madoff-lO as in ten times

worse will edit the 2012 4a8 to reflect the fact that every single DHI shareholder is in the dark about DHIs 27-state

interstate racketeering
made possible by the SEC and which is furthered with judicial help

Also see the below link Once the 38 homes are sold will contact the new owners to see if they also got bait and switch

financing bait and switch materials homes replete
with construction defects and/or illegal denied warranty Ive stock

piled hundreds of these daily notices

My proven stats are that at least 40% of the consumers will claim one or more criminal act by DHI



xoxoxo
Patrick

On Tue 4/3/1 Google Alerts googIeaIerts-norevIvaooaIe.com wrote

From Google Alerts googlealerts-noreplv@gooçile.com

Subject Google Alert horton

To missudpat@yahoo.com

Date Tuesday April 2012 1148 AM

News new result for horton

D.R Horton Completes Move-in Ready Homes in Fiddlers Creek Amador village

Virtual-Strategy Magazine

The final touches are being done to the first five residences in the village of Amador an enclave of 38 classical Mediterranean style

single-family homes in Fiddlers Creek being offered by DR Horton distinctive neighborhood the village of Amador

See all stories on this topic

Tip Use site restrict in your query to search within site sitenytimes.com or site .edu Learn more

Delete this alert

Create another alert

Manage your alerts



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

niissudpatayahoo.com

August 17 2011

Securities and Exchange Commission

Burnett Plaza Suite 1900

801 Cherry Street Unit 18

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Missud Proposal for Action for consideration at DHIs 2012 Annual Shareholder

Meeting and inclusion within DHIs proxy statement

Via oigsec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov

tbmontano@drhorton.com eisinggibsondunn.com

james.strotherwellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com

CertifieóFIsMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Good afternoon SEC agents Greene Reedick Maples Kwon Special Counsel Belliston

Chairwoman Shapiro Ms Ising and Messieurs Montano Lynch and Strother

As you all know this year again mailed my Proposal for Action to Hortons

Montano for inclusion in DHIs forthcoming Annual Report 10K and proxy statement

The Proposal is reproduced below for convenience The three reasons for inclusion of

the Proposal are as follows

Reasons for Compelling Publication

DHI has participated in ultra-vires acts The Directors and shareholders need to

vote to stop
various illegal financial activities which are specifically damaging the

Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom line and shareholders interests

The second reason is that DHIs illegal financial activities are broadly impacting

the US economy and its 308 million real flesh-and-blood citizens Each non-performing

predatory loan originated by DHI and fully owned subsidiary DHI Mortgage must be

bailed out by American tax payers This in turn lowers the expendable income that

each real flesh-and-blood American family has to purchase new products such as

Horton homes

The third reason for inclusion is that overwhelming evidence has already been

gathered which proves that DHI Executives have corrupted officials and judges in several

states Once this infonnation is exposed the Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom

line will most certainly suffer very acute damage Shareholders need reassurances from

Dills Board of Directors that they will lawfully conduct business per the Corporate

Charter and Governance Documents



The SECs Recently Stepped-Up Efforts

The SEC has recently taken aggressive enforcement actions regarding various

subprime loan and Wall Street fraud http//www.sec.govspotIihtJenf-actions-fc.shtml

DHI has coincidentally also been very heavily involved in exactly these types of crimes

for at least years possibly even precipitating the mortgage melt-down

Also according to the SECs website enforcement protocols have been improved

post-Madoff http//www.sec.gov/spotlightlsecpostmadoffrefOrmS.htm Prior to Madoff

it was reported that the SEC would get tips
about white collar crimes and not act until it

was too late to prevent massive shareholder losses Hopefully now the SEC will be more

proactive to regulate DHIs corporate activities which have and will continue to severely

and negatively impact $3.6 billion in issued stock

Identical Wall Street Requests

Even CtW CEO William Patterson shares the same exact concerns that do in that

DHI should refrain from issuing predatory loans and selling fraudulent mortgages

http//www.ctwinvestmentgroup.comlfileadrninigroup_files/CtW mv Grp_to DR_Horto

nBoard.pdf Note that Pattersons request was made in 2007 Since then the SEC has

done nothing to redress either Pattersons or my identical concerns

Prior SEC No-Action Decisions

No-action letters represent the staffs interpretations of the securities laws and

while persuasive are not binding on the courts

http//en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._Securities_an.d_Exchange_COmrniSSiOfl

In 2008 2009 and 2010 submitted formal Proposals similar to Pattersons In

20089 DHI was permitted to exclude my Proposals because did not have sufficient

share ownership for the SEC to compel publication Last year had sufficient share

ownership for the required time for the SEC to compel publication but for some reason

the SEC did not enforce Rule 14A8

This year have sufficient share ownership for the required amount of time

which requires that the SEC compels publication If the SEC refuses to compel

publication of my very reasonable Proposal which merely seeks that DHI participate

only in legal acts under its corporate charter will seek redress in the federal courts

Along with the racketeering suit voluntarily withdrawn in 2010 and subject to re

filing 0-cv-23 5-SI and the currently active civil rights corruption suit which will

soon name DHI as an additional Defendant -cv-3 567-DMR will file an SEC action

in the Ninth Circuit naming Chairwoman Shapiro The federal securities complaint

supporting declaration and exhibits will first be published with syndicated media and

then registered in court The action will eclipse the Madoff scandal

Mr Montanos Claimed Deficiencies

Montanos August 16 2011 letter disingenuously claims that havent sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b The accompanying Wells Fargo brokerage

Statement is an official business record from Wells Fargo Advisors which is my
Broker affiliated with Wells Fargo Bank Said Statement verifies that as of the

date of my current Proposal the DHI shares were continuously held for over one

year



Further note that this letter was copied to Wells Fargos legal department Wells

Fargos Lynch and Strother have my authority to verify that have sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b You can contact them directly upon my behalf

to further corroborate my entitlement to SEC compulsion of my ultra-reasonable lawful

Proposal

Conclusions

The draft of my securities complaint will be pro-actively readied within one week

If the SEC does not act to protect my interests Mr Pattersons interests interests of the

thousands of other DHI shareholders 308 million Americans interests and uphold

federal securities laws the suit will be filed to showcase the favorable treatment that

RICO operating corporations get from the supposed securities regulator The SEC itself

will be on trial

Cordially

Pcttrick

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatyahoo.corn

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Montano

This cover letter provides proof that am shareholder with sufficient share ownership

for the required timeframe per SEC regulations If you recall the SEC did not compel

printing last year because of your frivolous claims that hadnt provided sufficient proof

Proof that own over $2000 of DHI stock for over three years is available at

http//www.sec.gov/divisions/corPfin/cfnoactiofl/ l4a-8/2008/patrickmissud 112108-

4a8.ndf

Rule 14a-8b1

Requisite number of shares- According to my Wells Fargo brokerage account

own over $2000 in DHI market value The majority of the shares were purchased

December 2008 These shares must be held at least one year by the date submit my

proposal have submitted my proposal as of this date and qualify for publication under

14a-8b1

Rule 14a-8b2

My intent is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the requisite number of

shares to entitle me to submit proposals and protect
shareholder interests indefinitely

inclusive of the 2012 Shareholders meeting date

Federal agents and DHI Board

Know that my Proposal merely requests that the DHI Board guarantee that DHI

and its affiliates are neither participating in any ultra vires acts nor conducting business

outside of state and federal laws In light of the recent Ryland KB Hovnanian

investigations Beazer deferred prosecution and the many other builders/affiliated

lenders which have already been discovered illegally originating mortgages the Missud

Proposal is necessary to restore shareholders confidence in DHI and DHI Mortgage

The Boards refusal to publicly commit to following state and federal laws will

likely speak louder than if they ratify the Proposal on and for the record There is already

very well established record of DHI Mortgages criminal activities which are outlined



in the submitted Proposal and available on the web at www.drhortonfraud.com and

http//drhortonsiudges.com/ These sites can be sponsored daily and achieve minimum

2000 hits per day Media and Wall Street will also receive notice of these documents and

will be awaiting the SEC/DHI response These entities will either ratify or ignore this

simple Proposal which merely asks that DIII DHI Mortgage and its officers not violate

federal laws Note that if these federal laws were violated by everyday non-millionaire

individual American citizens they would risk federal incarceration

Lastly either RICO 10-cv-235-SI already naming DHI will be revived or public

corruption suit 1-cv-3567-DMR will be amended to name DIII as the entity which has

acted under color of law and caused officials and public figures to defraud citizens in 29

market states http//drhortonsjudges.coml Damages sought will equal DHIs

capitalization at the time that the amended complaint is filed plus punitive damages

Donald Horton will also be personally named to satisfy the punitive damages portion of

the demand Both of these lawsuits are already supported with over 5000 exhibits These

are the most significant
federal lawsuits that DIII has ever had to vigorously defend

The multi-billion dollar suits will have to be mentioned in the DIII Annual Reports

litigation caption rough draft of the civil rights suit against Nevada is also available at

the above listed supersite for all of America to consider The amended complaint will

soon be available

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontano@drhorton.com dennis.barghaaniusdoj .gov

greener2i.sec.gov Wall Street Select Media

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DHI forthcoming 2012 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least two years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHI

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DHI to publish this

will make the Madoff debacle seem minor This DHI scandal has been gift wrapped and

packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 490 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination
and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazers mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is concrete evidence that DHI has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding DHIs fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination
in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD

submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DHI and other builders

violated RESPA laws 324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges

similar RESPA violations specific to DHI At DHI Virginias Rippon



Landing development the FBI discovered appraisal fraud to artificially boost home sales

The Southern California Wilson class action alleged extortive antitrust tying of Dills

mortgage services to home sales Dozens of others have also claimed the

same Betsinger NV A503121 A50510 Bevers 09-cv-2015 Dodson A07-ca-230

Moreno 08-cv-845 Missud 07-2625-SBA Scores of cases have been filed in state

and federal courts all alleging similar DHI Mortgage fraud deceptive trade and antitrust

violations Publicly posted web sites also corroborate these findings with hundreds of

consumer complaints dealing with Dills fraudulent mortgage originations and illegal

tying of DIII Mortgages services to home sales not to mention rampant construction

defects

The consumeraffairs website is already top search result when merely searching for

Horton Dozens of other consumer protections sites similarly and independently

report the same recounts of fraudulent DHI mortgage origination The last Power

new home builder origination study rated DHI Mortgage with only 679 points out of

1000 The ranking was slightly better than Countrywide one of Dills preferred

lenders and Ryland two companies already found involved in rampant nationwide

predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Compounding these findings is that as early as June 2007 Chairman Horton and CEO

Tomnitz each personally acknowledged receipt for summons and complaints wherein

their participation in predatory lending was exhaustively detailed

http//www.donaldtornnitzisacrook.info/Demand_on Board.html CEO Tomnitz still

materially misleads investors in claiming that Dill Mortgage does an excellent job

underwriting mortgages and the related risk associated with 2d Qtr 2009

Earnings Conference Call However the truth is that at that time all four of DHIMs

Arizona offices were found originating significantly
defective loans which have already

cost taxpayers $2.5 million All 20 of the audited loans were either in foreclosure or in

serious financial distress requiring taxpayer bail-outs

http//www.hud.gov/offices/oiglreports/fiies/igi 09 1009.pdf and

http//www.liuna.org/Portals/0/docs/PressReleases/RePort%20-%2OCrUel%2OHOPe.Pdf

Resolved That Dill audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for compliance with federal

and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record that Dill Mortgage conforms

to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End



EXHIBIT



PATRICK MISSUD 219614

91 San Juan Ave
San Francisco CA 94112

Attorney and Plaintiff

missudpat@yahoo.com

vs

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT
JUDGES PATRICK MAHONEY ANDREW
CHENG HAROLD KAHN CALIFORNIA

FIRST DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL
JUSTICES WILLIAM MCGUINESS
MARTIN JENKINS STUART POLLAK
STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL

PERFORMANCE DOES 1-200 Defendants

12-CV-31 17-WHA

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF
SUBPOENA FOR TESTIMONY ON
WELLS FARGO BANK CEO JOHN
STUMPF AND COURTESY COPIES OF
DOCKET PLEADINGS ON JUDGE
ALSUP

22

Iman 18 USC 1513 federal infonnant and California CCP 1021.5 private attorney

general who already caught dozens of corrupt judge$ lying in official records

ii Only true and correct copies of exhibits are attached hereto

Exhibit displays USPS records proving the service of pounds of confirmed-mail

documents to this Ninth District Court two metered letters to Washington DCs SEC and one

certified letter to Wells Fargos CEO John Stumpf at his corporate headquarters

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

UNLIMITED CIVIL JURISDICTION

CLASS ACTION

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

PATRICK MISSUD

Date

Time

Dept

September 2012

800AM
19th Floor Courtroom

Judge William Alsup

23

24

25

26

27

28

Affidavit of Service of Subpoena on Stumpf and Docket Copies on Alsup



Exhibits begin with the subpoena served on Stuinpf requesting his testimony for the

upcoming September 2012 hearing His testimony is required to prove that WF was indeed

Horton Incs preferred lender as the Fortune-500 company has repeatedly admitted

during public shareholder conference calls and that together they originated thousands of

predatory loans which caused the nations foreclosure crisis If $tumpf pleads the 5th regarding

his collusion with DHI then hell be alternatively asked to confirm that Missud does indeed own

over $4000 of DHI stock for over years which entitles Missud to $EC 4a-8 printing of his

Proposal for Action in DHIs forthcoming Proxy Statement Thats innocuous enough Missud

only wants to be good American and abide by all of the $EC$ Rules One such Rule happens

10
to be that Missud procure from DTC Participant Wells Fargo the holder of Missuds shares

11
super-simple confirmation regarding his DHI stock ownership

12 The third document in the group is the $EC$ confirmation that it received Missuds

13
August 28 2012 806AM email which attached federal pleadings for case 12-cv-3 17-WHA

14 Therein are additional copies of $tumpf$ subpoena The $EC knows what Missud is up to

15 The remainder of the documents are partial
download of emails sent to 00- media

16
contacts who can easily verif $tumpf$ and the $EC receipt of the documents The notices

17 should also get
both investigated for causing 313 millionAmericans $4 Trillion in lo$$e$

18 Exhibits are vey abridged compilation of official court documents In each judges

19 are caught treasonously lying about non-receipt of documents because that$ what corrupt judge$

20 do for the Citizen$-United corporation$ Bulla feigned non-receipt of docs served five different

21 ways Gonzalez claimed non-receipt of Motion to Tax even served on her by Nevadas

22
Supreme Court Cheng lied about pleadings he thrice received- twice by email once by tracked

USPS and Kahn is the last schmuck who didnt fathom that the other 200 contacts could debunk
23

his childish lie

24

Judge$ are pretty stupid so its very easy to catch them in lie$ and criminal act$

25

26

PriSon for the traitor$

27 PtrIck14CtA.d 8-29-12

28
Patrick Missud Dated

USC Title 18 1513 Federal Informant

Affidavit of Service of Subpoena on Stumpf and Docket Copies on Alsup
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ORDR ___

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY1 NEVADA

PATRICK MSSUD and JULIE

MISSUD husband ad wfs
CesoNo.07AS51662

PjajigUfs DeptNo XI

HORTON INC DM1 MORTOAG
COMPANY LTD 1.1 arid ROB

II
CORPORATIONS ThROUOH

12 Defendants

DECS1ON AND OR1
Is The Court conductcd an evidcntiary hearitQ on July 20 2010 roprdlng Defendants

Motion Requesting Uutt the Court Issue an Order to Show Cause to Why the Plaintiffs Should

Not be Held in Contempt of Court or Violating the Courts April 192010 StIpulated Protective

Order nd Request Lor Evklen6aty and Monetary Sanctions OIcd on April 29 200 and

20 Defendants Motion for Terminating Sanctions end Costs arid Fees for piitiatirt Continued

Discovery Abases Plidndf Personal Treats AgInsL Defenso Counsel and for PliIntffS

Ratalialion for the Defendants Attempt to Engage In Discovery tiled on JanUary 29 20lO

23

24

2i 1L

The Court hued this matter following initial determination by Ibo DiScovery

27
CommissIoner Sec DIscovery Comnthsioncrs Report nd Raccsnmsndations dated July13

2030

Other than the Stipulated Protectivs Order no peici orders gc isuc4 as result of

discovery violations

The Court declines to sddrcss the Issues related to unauthotizad practice of Jaw

Page of

ci ml counT
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Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD4 appeasing in proper person Defendants wore represented by Joel

Odou Esq of the law fIrm of Wood Smith Henning Berman The Court having

arguments end the deacs pessemed and the testimony of witnesses

the Court makes the following findings of fact and cenclujions uriaw

Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD admitted to sending threatening communIcatIons to

Deendats counsel represented that fbnner employees have refused to cooperots as

resuk ofPWntflFLATRICK M1SSUDs conduct

The irreplaceable loss of witnrm testimony was not due to the conduct of the

12 Defendants

13 The Defendants are entitled to defend these claims by presenting ovidenco that the

14

PlasntltTs allegations are Incorrect endot to present an alternate explanation tot the Claims

The Defendants have argued that they are hindered and prejudiced in invcsilgadng this

case

1$ The Defendants are prsjudied in their ability to defend and present evidence regarding

19
tgs case

20

Nevada has long recogabud that under the law of agency the actions of an agent at

21

22
dCstrO7Ing or spoUating evidence are imputed to the principal for the purposes of sanctions See

23 y1r1naurençechapte ZcuhRdi Corn. 103 W.v 648 1987 Investigator Stubllv

jaingTn4 107 N.y 309 1991 nvcatigazotfexpctt and counscl ai4

Oavinj Davis 122 Nov 44 2006 fnuichisoe

24

27

2$

Pntkdbaaaneracy1ofOrflleBarNQ.2I9dl4
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Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD acted as en agent on behalf of PLaintiff JULIE MISSUD5

favpsaafthlaactlon

iii evaluating the sanousuess of the pcqudks as result of the tweats the Court has

CYaluaLed the factors emmclated in Youv. 2RLero 106 N.y $$ 1990 sad concludes

There ma varying degree wiUfuln.ss of the Plaintiffs ranging from

knowln wiIlfW and in$ctionuI conduct with an intent to prevent the

Defendants being able to idcndflr the true facts ad interview witnesses end

more aimpte lnthnldatioo owcvcr the multiple Incidents of threats arc so

ii
pervasive as to exacerbate the prejudice rathu than if each instance were

$2 treated as an Itolated Incident

As result of this conduct relevant evidence i.e witness testimony1 has

La

been irreporubly Lost

It

Given the numerous iuabmccs of threats the prejudice to the Defendants In

$7 preparing their defense and the huendonal nature of Plaintiff PAIlUCIC

MISSUDS conduct talicn in conjunction with the itcntional violation of the

19

StIpulated Protective Order Infra ssocdoi less severe then dismissal of

Plaustiffs claims is not sufficient to protect the rights of the Defendants

22

fair adjudication on the merits cannot be ach1sd given sh numerous

23 instances of threats to wiwmssua and prevents the rcfbadants is preparing

24
defense in this action

25

Given the numerous Instances ot threats the prejudice to the Defendants In

24

preptuing their defense and the rcp.ated nature of Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs

Plaintiff JULIE MISSUD did not pasticipate is the hearing but bee husband Plaintiff

PATRICK MISSUD Indicated that his wife was unavailable du to ascious medical condition

None of the affinnative conduct which is part of thIn Courts findings wan actually perfntmed

hy PIaInIiIYJUUE MISSUD

age3of6
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a$snts condunt Over several month pisfocL eanotion less sev.r than

dis3njasaj of Plaintiffs Claims Is not sufficient 10 proteCt the rights of the

D.fcndszL

PIaInll PATRICK MISSUD has wlflthUy diareprdcd the juielal piocesa

by his actions

hyatt the olvcmcnt of Plaintiff MTRLCK MISSUDI sanctions do not

imlildy penalize thc remaining Plaintiff for th conduct of bet agent

It Them is public policy to prevent thither abuses and deter litigants rota

threatening witnctxes in an attempt to advance their claim

tO Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD became aware that the Court entered the

ord 30 2010 plehzjMISSIJD had an unsigned

copy of the Ccurta Stipulated Protective Order prior to its entry

11 The Stipulated Protective Order tpefls out the details of compliance ire cleat

specitie and unambiguous tenus and Plaintiff PATRECIC MISSUI readily know the obligations

thu Stipulated Protective Order imposed upon hint PIaInLUT PATRICK MISSUDs pilot

cotmeel ncgotiatcd the Stipulated Protective Order before ii was signed by the Court

12 PlaIntiff PATRICK MISS Ui hod the ability to comply with the Stipulated

23
lrotecthc Order

13 Phdntlff PATRICK MISSUD has madc no effort whatsoever to comply with the

terms of Stipulated Protective Order

14 Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUI has danoniltated carnplet and knowIng

diarepad for his obligations under the Stipulated Protective Order

IS Plaintiff PATRICK t61SSUD tus nor proven any legally cognizob defense to

the con$cmpt othc Stipulated Protective Ordcr

Page of
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16 Tbsrc Is clear and oontincing ividence that PIainiUf PATRICK MISSUD

rcpoetcd ida bsitcs hi violation of the policed Protccdn Order upon lcaaiag ellis entry hi

direct violation of lb Stipolsied Protective Ordcr

Tb iS aI cotg is

knowingly and lrdendonalty in violation of this Sdpulotsd Protective Order sod that he is

knowingly and intentionally In contempt of Coutt

18 The Stipulated rotectivc Order included inuvlsion at paragraph 44 that any

violation otthc Order may result in the striking of the plcad1ng

19 judgment of contempt issued sgihat lATRJCK MSSLJD

12 20 Irany of the foregoing ihidinp of hot may be deemed conchsuns of law

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

As result of those comsmimcations Delbndans counsel represented witnesses

16

have been wiwill ug to participate in discovery

Defendants have ctablihed that there has been substantial prejudice as result

of the threats to wilnesecs

The Stipulated Protective Order Is ulcer and mambiguous

20

Ii is possible for Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD to comply with the Stipulated

21

23
Pgoiectzve Order

Plaintiff PXRICK MISSUD has thu ability to comply with the Stipulated

21

Dclbndants have demonstrated by clear and coiwióeing evidence that Plaintiff

26

27

PAThK MISSUD has knowingly and wiflfWty violated and reVised to comply wkh the

3$
SUolawdrroccslv.ordcr

Ass midi of the discovery abuse end th contempt the Plaintiffs Amended

Complaint Is stricken

Fags of
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Delbndants shod gecov thª reasonable cools sad totn.1V foes incerred in

SPUII Protective Ozdsr and to find Plsisdft

PATRICK MISSUD in coatempi of Couci Defendants shall file thª ajipilcallon for coats and

taUUTflSYV fees Withlfl 30 7$ of .snty of ibis Ozdct

ceordingly PIsintL7I acdoa against die Defendants Is dismissed

10 If any otths foregoing conclusions of law may be deemed findings of tact

Dated thls2oaayofiuly2010

ccaafS.rvk
1$

hereby certify dint or the date filed Iserved by placing Copy ofthi

nnn4OinthcrneysoIdtheclexS .easoflows

Joel Odou Esq Wood Smnb ca

Pac 253-6225

Patriok and Julie Missud ____

20
Pu 45-5$4-fl5l

2%

28

23

24

2$

26

21

2$
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NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS

cawornia I. 01 cowt rufo 11115a proNbts courts and is from citing or ng on opinions not c.rtifi.d for

by ruhs 5b This OpiniOn not bnsn c.rthl.d for
Publication

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT r-----------
..Ourt of Appca FrtAppei1

DIVISION THREE FiLED

NOV 21I

PATRICK MISSUD i.rL kk

PlaintiffandAppellant
A131566

D.R HORTON INC et al City County of San Francisco

Super Ct No CPF 105 10876
Defendants and Respondents

Appellant Patrick Missud states in his opening brief that he challenges the

denial of his motion under Code of Civil Procedure section 1710.10 et seq to vacate

Nevada state court monetary judgment and order holding him in contempt of court He

argues that the sister state Nevada ruling was fraudulently procured and that denial of

the appellants January 19 2011 motion to vacate before Judge Giorgi was improper as

well as fraudulent and that the subsequent June 30 2011 motion for reconsideration of

the January 19 2011 motion to vacate before Judge Giorgi was improper as well as

fraudulent

On March 15 2011 Missud filed notice of appeal specifing he appeals from

trial court order filed on February 2011 Attached to the notice of appeal is the order

which states After consideration of the pleadings supporting papers and arguments

from counsel It is hereby ordered that Plaintiffs Motion to Vacate Sister State Judgment

Per CCP Section 1710.10 et seq is denied as Plaintiffs failed to provide legally

sufficient basis to vacate the Nevada Judgment pursuant to CCP 1710.10 et seq



On August 2011 this court issued an order noting that On August 2011 this

court received appellant Patrick Missuds opening brief along with bound volume

entitled Appellants Index Declaration and Request for Judicial Notice Although not

labeled as such the bound volume is presumably appellants appendix pursuant to rule

8.124 of the California Rules of Court On August 2011 the court received CD

purportedly containing 5000 does for opening brief Appellants opening brief and

appendix do not comply with various content and formatting requirements contained in

the California Rules of Court The order identifies the various rules with which the

opening briefand appendix fail to comply but continues Nevertheless the court in its

discretion shall permit the noncomplying opening brief and appendix to be filed

These inadequacies including the failure to cite to the record Cal Rules of Court

rule 8204 and the failure to include in the appendix item that is

necessary for proper consideration of the issues were also brought to Missuds

attention by respondents in their brief

Missud then filed declaration with his reply brief attaching several documents

The documents were not submitted in accordance with California Rules of Court rules

8.120 through 8.163 Moreover the declaration that accompanies these documents does

not reference or authenticate the documents in any way

Setting aside these procedural inadequacies Missuds briefs contain no

comprehensible legal argument as to why the order be challenges should be reversed

Missud quotes two provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure Code Civ Proc

1710.40 663 in the Table of Authorities at the outset of his brief but otherwise

cites to no authority fails to explain the connection between those statutes and the ruling

he challenges and provides no explanation of why he believes the trial court order was in

error Although it is clear he feels he has been grievously wronged and he alludes to

Missud also filed document entitled Ex Parte Application for Additional Time and

ADA Accommodations in response to which the court rearranged its oral argument

calendar to accommodate Missud We have also given consideration to the declaration

filed in federal district court action that is attached to Missuds application



numerous other actions brought in various courts he offers this court no basis for action

See Troensegaard Silvercrest Industries Inc 1985 175 CaI.App.3d 218228

waived because no argument citation to authorities or reference to record

DISPOSITION

The judgment is affirmed See In re Marriage of Wilcox2004 124 Cal App.4th

492 498

Pollak

We concur

McGuiness

Jenkins

Al 31566
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A131566

Ptrick Missud et D.R Horton Inc et

Division Three

Oral Argument
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

PATRICK MISSTJD AND JULIE No 56502

MISSUD HUSBAND AND WIFE
Appellants

DJ HORTON INC AND DHI
MORTGAGE COMPANY LTD NOV 22 2fl11

Respondents
TRACIE UNDEMANBY\IA
OEP

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE

This is proper person appeal from district court order

striking appellants complaint and dismissing real property and tort

action Eighth Judicial District Court Clark County Elizabeth Goff

Gonzalez Judge

The district court determined that appellants should be

sanctioned for abusive litigation tactics and that appellants were in

contempt of district court protective order Based on these conclusions

the district court struck appellants complaint and dismissed the case

Appellants now appeal from the district court order

We review both district courts sanction for abusive litigation

tactics and district courts contempt ruling for an abuse of discretion

Matter of Water Rights of Humboldt River 118 Nev 901 907 59 P.3d

1226 1229-30 2002 Young Johnny Ribeiro Building 106 Nev 88 92

SUPIEME COURT

OF

NEVADA

1947A



787 P.2d 777 779 1990 We have held that the authority to dismiss

case for abusive litigation practices is within the courts inherent

equitable powers Young 106 Nev at 92 787 P.2d at 779

Appellants do not raise any challenge on appeal as to the

district courts findings that appellants engaged in abusive litigation

tactics by contacting and threatening respondents employees which

resulted in those employees refusing to testify Thus we affirm the

district courts findings as to these facts We also reject appellants

arguments that the record was not considered by the district court that

insufficient evidence existed to support the findings of the district court or

the sanctions imposed or that their due process rights were violated as

the district court held an evidentiary hearing considered the evidence

presented and properly addressed the necessary factors outlined in

Young Id at 93-94 787 P.2d at 780 We further conclude that

appellants failed to adequately raise in district court their arguments that

the protective order was violation of their first amendment rights and

that it was vague and overbroad thus they have waived these arguments

on appeal Appellants argument that they had insufficient time to comply

with the protective order lacks merit as appellant Patrick Missud

admitted during the evidentiary hearing to intentionally violating the

protective order Finally we reject appellants contentions that the order

was procured by respondents fraud or misrepresentations or that

violation of SCR occurred and prevented the sanctions issued in this

matter

Based on the above discussion we conclude that the district

court did not abuse its discretion in sanctioning appellants for litigation

SUPREME COURT

OF

NEVADA

1947A



abuses or in finding them in contempt of court for violating the protective

order As result we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED

c1II5dL
Saitta

D1V Harde sty

cc Hon Elizabeth Goff Gonzalez District Judge

Patrick Missud

Julie Missud

Wood Smith Henning Berman LLP

Eighth District Court Clerk

We deny appellants request to correct the appellate record and the

motion to impose moratorium on foreclosures in Nevada We do not

address appellants other filings as we determine that they do not seek

any relief from this court but were provided for notice only

SUPREME Coum

of

NEvoA

1947A



EXHIBIT



PATRICK MISSUD

91 SanJuanAve

San Francisco CA 94112

Attorney and Plaintiff

CA2 19614

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

STATE OF NEVADA EIGHTH JUDICIAL

DISTRICT COURT COUNTY OF CLARK
CLARK COUNTY COURT CEO STEVEN

GR1ERSON JUDGE ELIZABETH

GONZALEZ COMMISSIONER BONNIE

BULLA DIVISION OF MORTGAGE

LENDING DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

SUSAN ECKHARDT CLARK COUNTY

SHERIFF SHERIFF DOUGLAS

GILLESPIE COMMiSSION ON JUDICIAL

DISC1PLINE CJD DIRECTOR DAVID

SARNOWSKI NEVADA STATE BAR
NEVADA STATE BAR PRESIDENT

CONSTANCE AKRIDGE NEVADA

SUPREME COURT NEVADA SUPREME

COURT JUSTICES PICKERING GIBBONS

IIARDESTY PARRAGUIRRE DOUGLAS

CHERRY SAIITA SOUTH CAROLINA

SPECIAL MAGISTRATE CURTIS

COLTR.ANE SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR

COURT JUDGE LORETTA GIORGI DOES

1-200 Defendants

QVNo.11 567
COMPLAINT FOR TITLE 42 1983

PUBLIC CORRUPTION AND CIVIL

RIGHTS VIOLATIONS

Date

Time

Dept

Judge

U.S.C Title 42 Sectior 1983 Complaint

Case41 1-cv-03567-DMR Documenti FiIedO7/20/1

dl

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

UNLIMITED CIVIL JURISDICTION

CLASS ACTION

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

PATRICK MISSUD

vs



Case41 1-cv-03567-DMR Documenti Fed07/20/1 Page2 of 23

INIRODUCflON

Rulings such as in CitizensJJnited and ATT vs Concepelon have allowed corporate

citizens to buy Americas courtS Finding corrupt judgeS is now juSt as easy as finding water

in the ocean Note that the hypertext-enabled links embedded within the following text are

available only to those individuals receiving electronic copies of this document in our digital age

Said links incorporate by reference thousands of web-based exhibits which include official court

and government records statistics regulatory findings and reliable news articles which

corroborate each and every below-stated allegation

Probably the only good aspect of the conServative majorityS Citizens United decision is

that it does indeed broadly allow for unfettered Amendment Speech by both multi-billion

dollar corporationS and the rest of the lowly 308 million Americans with access to the world

12

wide webs inibrination super-highway The truth is always available 24/7 via social media and

13
other 21 century electronic means

14

15 Most of the supporting documents for this compliant have already or will be gathered and

16 concurrently filed with forthcoming first amended complaint Ninety percent of the official

records proving these Defendants interstate crimes and judicial official/corruption have already

been submitted in other courts and jurisdictions This debacle is unfolding daily and even on the

19
date that this càmplaint was filed declaration supported with over 1000 documents will likely

20
be flied in eaiiy August 2011 In the meantime supporting documents can be obtained from the

21

following related cases Clark County Nevada A55 1662 and A503 121 Nevada Supreme Court

Appeals A56502 and A50510 San Francisco Superior Court CPF-10-510876 California First

22
District Court of Appeal A13 1566 NInth Circuit Northern District of California 07-cv-2625-

23
SBA and 10-cv-235-Sl and the following publicly accessible websites

24

httpJ/www.drbortonfraud.com/ http//drhorton.judges.com

25
httpilwww4rhortonsjudgesJnfoF and others interlinked This federal suit will again

26 concretely prove that these uber..wealthy Defendants have conspired under the color of law to

27 buy the judiciary this Country and its Constitution

28

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Coetplairit
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IL POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

U.S.C Title 42 1983 Civii Action for Deprivation of Rights

Every person who under color of any statute ordinance regulation custom or usage

of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia subjects or causes to be subjected

any citizen of the United States or other
person

within the jurisdiction thereof to the

deprivation of any rights privileges or immunities secured by the Constitution and

lawsshallblietothepartyinjuredinanactionatlawsuitinequity orother

proper proceeding for redress except that in any action brought aginst ajudicial officer

for an act or omission taken in such officers judicial capacity injunctive relief shall not

be granted unless declaratory decree was violated or declaratory relief was

unavailable

ilL STATEMENT OF FACTS

10
The following discussion will describe the blatant Constitutional violations committed by

each agency official and judge Specific cases and orders will be cited for purposes of further

12 j-g$d research so as to not leave any room for speculation Ironically exposure of the many

13 corrupt judgeS began outside of court with the discovery of the very corrupt Deputy

14
Commissioner for NevadaS Division of Mortgage Lending

Ip of the Iceberg

16

NDML Commissioner Susan Eckhardt Las Veaas NV I4ths Due Process Violations

In 2005 twenty verified and acknowledged consumer statements were forwarded to

Nevadas mortgage-fraud and predatory-lending regulator1 Deputy Commissioner Eckhardt

18

Each and every official complaint submitted under the penalty of perjury averred that the Fortuni

19

500 DR Horton Corporation HI was illegally bundling predatory loans to home sales For

20
six consecutive

years
DHI was Southern Nevadas most powerful and lucrative residential

21
and every consumers sworn complaint alleged with particularity that DHI had

22 extorted oneroushome sales which were contingent on the purchase of in-house originated

23 predatory loans We now know that those transactions are at the root of our infamous mortgage-

24 meltdown and nationwide economic crisis Per Nevadas own codified law Eckhardt should

25
have quickly provided written status report of the submitted complaints However service of

26
four subpoenas was actually required to compel Eckhardts reply which ultimately stated that the

Mortgage Division which she managed did not have jurisdiction to regulate the regulatory

licenses that she had already issued to Dill Within 26 days of that ridiculous statement She

28

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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was fired httpd w4hortonfraud.com/1d2.htiul and

http//w.drhortoafraud.com/ilt.buildercontenUsltebuilderfiles/nthnlcorruption.pdf

East of the Sierras Dlztrkt Court Corruption

Magistrate Curtis Coltrane South Carolina 1d Amendment Speech Violations

In June and September 2006 Colirane twice agreed with $3.6 billion DM1 that two

groups speech rights should be preliminarily enjoined The first group was picketing at

traditional public forums and warning other consumers that DHI had misrepresented the status of

an adjoining golf course in order to sell their golf course conunuxuty DM1 had not mfonned

the vocal buyers that the golf course had actually been sold for development The.second group

10

was picketing at traditional public forums and warning consumers that DM1 bad built defects

riddled home with termite-infested wood In both cases Coltrane forbade that South Carolinas

12 flesh and blood citizens assemble at public sidewalks to make any disparaging comments about

DHFs ncthrious schemes The injunction extended to any and all public places in and around

14 DHFS developments

In the very first week of Constitutional Law every law student learns that preliminazy

16
injunctions on speech are nearly impossible In order for Master in Equity Coltranc to censor the

content of citizens message he must find significant government interest such as an

unauthorized broadcast of military secrets putting lives at risk or speech that is likely to incite

18

violent riots In Beaufort County cases 2006-cp-07-1658 and -2224 Coltrane twice cited DHIs

profits and reputation as the significant government interests justifying the muzzle that he

20
ordered strapped onto the vocal defrauded Americans Coltrane no longer practiceS law

21
httnx/hvww4rhortonfraud.com/sltebuildercontentlsitebuilderllles/coltrane5.pdf

22

23 Discovery Commissioner Bonnie Bulla Las Vegas NV 14th5 Due Process Violation

24 On June 22010 discovery hearing was held before Commissioner BUHa in Nevadas

25
Eighth Judicial District Court Prior to that hearing the Plaintiff electronically reajstered

26
mailed faxed and confirm-mailed his documents directly to the Court In his papers the

27

Plaintiff stated he was submitting on the pleadings which were supported by overwhelming

official evidence The Court thusly believed that the Plaintiff would not personally attend the

28

hearing However since said pleadings and evidence had inexplicably not been registered in the

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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official court records by late May the Plaintiff flew from California to Nevada to personally

serve the documents and provide testimony Despite having received the Plaintiffs plehngs

by the thur above means and even as reproduced exhibit attached to DHIs very own

pleadings Bulla first claimed not to have received any of the Plaintiffs documents and then

recanted to state that she got only portions If Bullas statements werent actually in the official

Court records this Story wouid sound like fairy talc

htfn/Iwww4rhortonfraud.com/sitebiiijdercontent/sitebuflderflles/courtcvrup.pdf

Judne Elizabeth GonzaleL Las Venas NV Violations of the Rinhts to Petition Government to

Redress Grievances Privilenes and Immunities and the 14th5 Due Process

10
Two days after the June 2010 discovery hearing Presiding Judge Gonzalez who

oversees Clark Countys entire Civil Division decided to seal Court records regarding DHIs

12 interstate financial crimes She made her quick secretive inchambers decision based on

13 BulIas recommendations to ignore the PlaintiWs overwhelming evidence

14 Then on July 132010 at 907AM Gonzalez ordered the media locked out of her

normally open courtroom Minutes later she admitted evidence into the record and heard

16
detailed argument concerning the Plaintiffs Special Motion to Dismiss DHIs SLAPP pleadings

which were specifically filed to suppress the whistle-blowing which had already publicly

exposed DHIs interstate financial crimes That half-hour hearing educated Gonzalez about all

18

of DHIs assorted interstate racketeering According to page 19 of the official court transcripl at

19
940AM everyone was then reminded to return the following week for the next hearing

20
The July 20 2010 hearing started at 1041AM Gonzalez ininiediately stated for the

21
recordthatshchadalreadyruledontheJulyl320l0matter Howevernowhereintherecordis

22 that onler registered Thereafter for approximately five hours the Plaintiff testified that DHI wa

23 racketeering orgsniiation as corroborated by official FTC and HUD records reliable news

24 article detailing an FBI investigation 400 email consumer statements 20 verified consumer

25
complaints submitted to Nevadas Attorney General the already decided Betsinger decisions in

26
A503 121 and appeal 50510 dozens of declarations filed in fill faith and credit sister-states and

27

federal cases throughout the nation 80 defrauded Nevadans corroborating third party websites

and consumer protections groups Despite the 1500 records admitted into evidence that

28

directly proved the $3600000000 corporations interstate racketeering judge Gonzalez ordered

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Coip1aint
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thatthePlainlisebestrickenandthathcshouldalsobavetopayDHPscost$andfeesfor

having had to commandeer Nevadas expenSive courtS to violale the Constitution and twist

jUStice

htfnI/wwwdrbertonfraud.eom/aitebujjdercontent/sftebujlderfile$/flflordr7-22-1O.pdf

Clark County Court and Griersons Assistance in the CoverlJn

AsthedulyedClakConntyCourtCEOStevenGiiersonhassevcradutiesand

guidelines described at bttp//www.clsrkcountycourts.usFgeneral-informatiou.html Thereir

his court is forum for lawful dispute resolution insuring balance of branch powers and

10

constitatlonal protections Grierson breached this duty in an effort to conceal the Clark

County Courts fraud Grierson received three valid official California court-issued subpoenas

12

for the production of July 202010 Video which graphically proves Gonzalez bias towards the

13

billion-dollar builder Gncrson has yet to honor the three subpoenas and produce the lawfully

compelled evidence Proof of receipt of the three subpoenas is now registered in multiple courts

15

and multiple jurisdictions including

16

ASS 1662 bttp/Jwiznet.wiznet.cowiclarknv/pages/Ioghs.jsp

A56502 bttp//www.nevadajndlclary.us/lndex.php/supremecourt

CPF.l0.5 10876 http//sfsuperlorcourt.org1ndex.aspxpsge467 and

A13 1566 httpI/www.courts.ca.gov/ldca.htm

20
By comparison another nearly-identical valid official California court-issued subpoena

21

for the production of evidence was honored by Nevadas Eckhardt by June 12006 confirmation

22

of which was even corroborated by Nevadas Attorney General Grierson now falsely claims

23

that the three subsequent valid official California court-issued subpoenas already served on the

24

Eighth Judicial District Court are insufficient to compel production of the July 202010 video

25
which records judge Gonzalez clear bias towards the billion-dollar DR Horton corporation

26

jk raised roadblocks to stall this investigatIon His action is yet another

27

delay tactic by his court of law which is supposed to seek the truth preserve state and federal

28

laws and protect 2.64 Million Nevadans One would think that his Court has great interest in

knowing whether the Presiding Judge for its entire Civil Division is
corrupt Rather than waive

U.S.C ritl 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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any perceived service defects or procedural minutia and produce the video Giicrson has opted to

withhold the video which would immediately settle matters infive state and federal jurisdictions

hosting these sordid affairS

Note that the A/V video recording is the original document which is the most reliable

source of information contained therein The transcript which this Plaintiff already possesses is

merely reproduction of the original digital data compilation The written transcript however

does not adequately transcribe Gonzalez visual facial expressions The AN digital recording

will thusly be compelled under the best evidence/original document rule per FR.E 1001-8

FRE Rule 1002 Requirement of Original To prove the content of writing recording or

photograph the original writing recording or photograph is required except as otherwise

11 provIded inthese rules or by Act of Congress

12 FRE Rule 1003 Admissibility of
Duplicates duplicate is admissible to the same extent as an

13
originalunlesslagenuinequestionisraisedastotheauthenticityoftheoriginalor2inthe

circumstances it would be unfair to admit the duplicate in lieu of the original

14

15

16 Clark County Sheriff and Gillesnies Assistance In the Cover Un

17
Clark Countys Sheriff Gillespie has duties outlined at

http//www.clarkcountynv.gov/depta/sberlff_civil/PagesfAbout.aspx

19
Therein in Clark County the Sheriff has the statutory duty of providing service of process in

20
cIvM sad criminal cases

21
On July 2011 Sheriff Gillespie received two civil subpoenas for service on Gonzalez

22

Gricrson Every direction for proper
service was found at the Clark County SherifFs own

website links

23

bt1pllwwwclarkcountynv.govDepts/sherlffcivWPagsubpoenas.aspx
24

httpllcaseinfo.nvsupremecourt.us/publlc/caieSearch.do

25

httpIhnnv.clarkcountyuv.gov/Depb/sberlffeivil/Publlshinglmages/sherlffJeei.glf

26

http/Iwww.clarkcountynv.govlDeptalsheriffcivWDocuments/servlce_lnstructlons.pdf

27

httpllwww.clarkcountynv.govlDepts/sherlff elvil/Pagee/out-of-state.aspx

28
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proper $100 postal money order was issued to Clark Countys Sheriff for service of

processofd ocivilsubpenasw tobeservcdjut236feetdowntheblock Gillcspi

was informed that Gonzalez Bailiff John first starts out at the Sheriffs office and then walks

down the block to the courthouse to provide her courtroom security John can easily bring both

subpoenas to Gonzalez courtroom on any given day without having to make any special trips

Unbelievably Gillespie now claims that insufficient funds were received to serve the two

subpoenas
in the courthouse which isjust stones throw away Gillespie has claimed that $100

will not cover the $30.13 bill that has been calculated from the Sheriffs very own fee schedule

available online

10

Commission on JudicialDiscinline and Sarnowskis Assistance in the Cover Un

12 Executive Director David Samowski has duties to fulfill for Nevadas Commission on

Judicial Discipline Said duties are found at h14//jndaLsnv.us/purposeajdc3new.htan

Therein the Commission ii to Investigate allegations of judicial misconduct in office

15
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct or disability of judges

16 Sarnowski was notified of Gonzalez judicial misconduct dozens of times by email and

17
certified mail This Plaintiff has detailed that she has not registered rulings like her supposed

18
July 132030 order denying MissudsNRS 41.660 Special Motion to Dismiss According to

19
testimor by former Nevada District Judge Stewart Bell even disliked attorneys are owed

20
Constitutional due process Judge Bell has stated for the record that judicial orders which do not

21

appear
in the official record is very disturbing httpillwww.Ivrj.com/news/26371444.html

22
This PLaintiff has also explained that the July 202010 video will show Gonzalez Icial

23
expressions expressing clear disdain for Missud who unlike the Horton corporation does

24
not contribute mightily to her re-election campaigns

25
http//artlclejatlms.com/print2006/jun/1O/nation/na-vegaslO Sarnowski and the CJD has

26
yet to act on any of Missuds notices and concrete proof regarding Gonzalez judicial corniption

21

28

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Comp1.sirt
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Nevada Supreac Court Corruption

Nevada Supreme Court Justices have many times either requested that state action be

taken on their behalf or directly retaliated against this whistle-blower/Plaintiff to benefit Dill

En Bane Concgtcd Nevada Supreme Court Action by Justices Douglas Hardestv Pickering

SaIU Gibbons Cherry Parraguirre Violations of the Riahts to Petition Government to Redress

Grievances Privileges and Immunities 14th5

January 19 2010 this whistle-blower/Plaintiff sent notice and an amicus brief to

Nevadas Supreme Court that Dills predatory lending mortgage fraud and other public

financial hazards were flourishing throughout Nevada The whistle-blowers notice came

10

complete with reference to the overwhelming evidence already filed in federal court

11
CoincidenanLaboutthissametimnetheCourthada1readybeardoralargumentand

12 docketed Betsinger case A503 121 for decision in appeal 50510 It just so happens that the

13 whistle-blowers Nevada case A55 1662 and appeal 56502 and federal suit 0-cv-235-SI

14 were nearly identical to Betsingers and that of approximately 80 other Nevadans from Reno to

15
Las Vegas The whistle-blower forwarded said evidence because he thought it relevant for the

16
Bctsinger appeal However rather than take judicial notice of the 1500 exhibits already

17

registered in the Ninth Circuit the Court instead requested that Nevada authority take state

action to investigate the whistle-blower That state action was an appearance by Nevada

18

regulators at court hearing which acutely interfered with the out-of-state whistle blowers case

The ormforns local counsel then withdrew from the case within weeks

20
httD//www.drkortonfraud.conh/sltebuhldercentenh/aitebuflderfilcs/nottonevada.pdf

21

22 En Banc Concerted Nevada Sunreine Court Action by Justices Douglas Iardestv Pickering

23 Saitta 3ibbons Cherry Parraguirre Equal Protections Violations

24 Betsingers appeal 50510 was decided on May 272010 Despite neutral jurys

25
decision awarding Bctsinger substantial damages for Dills despicable conduct the Court

26
entirely struck or reduced the damage awards by 80% Recall that the Court had been apprised

27

that the Betsinger fraud was also perpetrated on approximately 80 other Nevadans and hundreds

of other consumers across state lines

28
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Well it just so happens that Nevadas Supreme Court is the Countrys 8th most beholden

state supreme court to the special interests It also just so happens that Nevadas most powerful

and lucrative residential builder is the Portune-500 $3.6 billion-capitalized Horton

Corporation bttpi/www4rbortonfraucom/1d15.htitt and

hupJ/wwwJvrjomvaada-ranka4th-ln-supreme-court-electiosi-fundrabing-

100747864.htsnl

.7

Three Member Panel Nevada Sunreine Court Action bviustices Pickering Gibbons Cherry

Violations of the Riqhts to Petition Government to Redress hievances Pnvilenes and

Imniunities 14th5

10 On June 2011 the whistlc-blowerlPlaintiff filed an Emergency Motion which is

docketed as 11.17107 with the Nevada Supreme Court Therein he requested thatNevadas

12 high court compel production of three pieces of key evidence from the Clark County District

13 Cowl and judge Gonzalez Nevada Supreme Court intervention was required because the distric

14 court and judge Gonzalez had each already refused to honor several informal requests
and two

California subpoenas for the production
of said evidence The whistle-blower explained that

16
viewing the eye-opening video unregistered 7-13-10 order and answers to the 17 reasons to

17

disqua1if Gonzalez were all necessary prior to issuing any further decisions for appeal 56502

The very issue currently under appeal in 56502 is that the Clark County District Court and judge

18

Gonzalez are biased towards the Fortune-500 $3.6 billion-capitalized uber-powerful super-

19
lucrative campaign-donating it Horton Corporation Despite the fact that all three

20

evidentiary items axe very very easily compelled by the states highest court and would

21
absolutely prove district court and judge corruption the Nevada Supreme Court preemptively

22 issued its order denying the Motion to Compel prior to considering any of the key evidence

23 ThIs is the quintessential see hear and speak no evil Scenario

24 hftpllc is nfo.iwsupremecourt.usublic/caseSearch.de and cuter 56502

25

26
California District Court Corruption

27
Two cases currently pending in the San Francisco Superior Court have already identified

three corrupt quasi-judicial and judicial officers The first case concerns mandatory arbitration

28

and the second regards entry of Gonzalez sister-state order in California

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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22

San Francisco Sunerior Court Anproved Me or/ArbitoriOuasi-Jüdicial Officer Michae

Carbone Violations of 14th5 Due Process FAA-RICO

By April 302010 thirteen days of testimony were recorded for CGC-07-464022 This

case was compelled into ADR by the San Francisco Superior Court per binding arbitration

clause Alter transcript review it was discovered that Court approved arbitrator Michael

Carbone based his fraudulent award in 63 different lies Carbones decision completely

dismissed all of the claimants hard evidence but relied exclusively on the repeat-business

Allstate Insurances unsupported speculative claims The Fortune-500 Insurer was defending no

only the respondent in this arbitration but an additional 200 cases at ADR Services Inc the

private for-profit arbitration company that routinely receives referral business from San

Franciscos Superior CourL

The corrupt arbitral results in ADRS-08-4394-MC precisely mirror the rampant arbitra

fraud proven to exist throughout this nation by Public Citizen and even as discovered by

Minnesotas Attorney General Swanson in her state Public Citizen has published several

scathing reports finding arbitral corruption citing over 340 sources of data which includes

insiders information Public Citizens empirical findings are that such secretive mMMory

arbitratfons are fraught with fraud and seldom if ever favor consumers

bftsfcourd.cupfflorCourt464O22.htmI and

hupf/wzenMpubllcadonaIpublicadonredirect.cfmID77O5 Swanson discovered

direct conflicts of interest between arbitrators arbitral firms and the law firms which owned

intereStS in the lucrative ADR firms

http/ww.ag.itzte.mn.vslPDF/PreuRcleasesFSipedFlledComplalntArbItradonCompany

San Francisco Sunerior Court Judge Charlotte Woolard Violations of 14th8 Due Process

Equal Protections Riaht to Petition Grievances FAA-RICO

Real party-in-interest Allstate Insurance then motioned to have Court approved

Carboncs fraudulent award confirmed The Courts Department 302 was the department which

compelled the case into ADR in the first place The claimants opposed Allstates Motion for

Confirmation with 20 page brief detailing the 63 lies upon which the award was based Per the

FAA fraudulent arbitral awards can be vacated for precisely this reason and with proof of far

Case41 -cv-03567-DMR Documenti FiedO7/2W1 Pagel of 23
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fewer than 63 lies Alter admitting to carefully reading the briefs and listening to oral argument

which pinpointed transcript inconsistencies and inapposite physical evidence San Francisco

judge Charlotte Woolard still decided to confirm the arbitrators transparent fraud Adding instil

to iqjury Woolard then even violated first-year first-week civil procedure and saddled non-

patty with all the arbifral costs and feeS hup/Mfcourtfraud.cosu/FederaLFAA

RICO juIt.htasl

Please also note that approximately 75% of the neutral arbitrators working at the

private wildly-lucrative for-profit ADR firms which receive regular referrals from the San

Francisco Superior Court also happen to be retired San Francisco Superior Court judges who

charge more than $400/hr for their neutral services These Minnesota-like conflicts of intereSt

10
axe mind-blowing http/adrsevIces.orgneutra1s/norcal-neutrals.pbP

11

12 San Francisco Superior Court Judge Loretta Giorgi Violations of 14th5 Due Process Equal

13 Protections Right to Petition Grievanc

On November 16 2010 DHI motioned to have Nevadas fraudulent sister state ruling

entered in San Francisco Superior Court case CPF-l0-5IO76 As it just so happens that case

16
was also docketed for decision in Department 302 The whistle blower/Plaintiff immediately

opposed DHIs motion by filing pleadings which were supported by 1000 documents

overwhelmingly proving DHFs interstate financial crimes and that Gonzalez ruling was clearly

18

and blatantly corrupt

19

On January 192011 Judge Giorgi admitted to reading all the evidence and listened to

20
very detailed oral argument but nevertheless denied the whistle-blowers motion to vacate based

21
in fraud The $3.6 billion corporation had won yet again by suppressing the overwhelming

22 evidence which included official FTC and HUD records proving DHIs interstate financial

23 evisceration of Mnerican consumers

24 By March 23 2011 the whistle-blower had flied another motion to stay entry of

25
Gonzalez fraudulent order

per
two very specific California civil codes Although Department

26
302 is usually presided over by Giorgi for this motion it was judge AIvarado that heard oral

argument Rather than consider CCP 916 and 1021 he instead ordered the whistle-blower to

post an undertaking per surprise code section CCP 1710 which was not properly before the

28

Court The whistle-blower reminded Alvarado that he had not been given the chance to present

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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codified authority and precedent case law all of which clearly hold that cost and fee awards do

not require any undertakings Posting an tmdertaking in this case would mean that the always-

favored 83.6 billion DIII criminal racketeering enterprise could much more easily collect on its

cornipt Nevada judgment Executing judgment would then result in Dills continued or

accelerated efforts at defrauding the nations public The San Francisco Superior Court would

then have enabled the Fortune-500 ultra-capitalized corporations interstate racketeering

By June 302011 the whistle-blower knew with certainty that San Franciscos

Department 302 was just as comipt as Nevadas Eighth Judicial District The whistle-blower

therefore set Giorg up for failure He stated for the record that if she did not properly
reconsider

her earlier January 192011 order by considering the 2000 aggregate
exhibits proving DHIs

interstate racketeering and their abundantly obvious official and judicial corruption that be

would then have to fiLe this tJS.C Title 42 1983 civil tights action in federal court Giorgi not

12
only ignored the prior proof submitted on January 192011 second time but also ignored the

13 new evidence that Nevadas Court and judge Gonzalez ignored two properly served California

14 subpoenas for the production of evidencefor that very hearing Based on Giorgis complete

dismissal of law and willful disregard of evidence the whistle-blower has now had to file this

16
federal suit on July 20 2011 the one year anniversary of the railroad hearing argued before

Gonzalez in her La$ VegaS court room Now it is through federal process
that the whistle-

blower will compel production of his required evidence namely the video

18

http/Iwebaccess.sftc.orgIscripbImagic94/Mgrqispl94.dllAPPNAME1JSPRGNAMEca

19

senumberprompt22 and enter 510876
20

21
4.TheSanFranciscoSuperiorCourtwillProveitsOwnCorruntiononJulv2l.2011

22
Ironically please note that another motion for reconsideration of another of the San

23 Francisco Courts fraudulent confirmations is set for the day after this federal filing One day

24 after the judicial corruption action names the San Francisco Superior Court and judges Carbone

25
Woolard and Giorgi San Franciscos Court will either again corruptly support the fraudulent

26
Carbone-Woolard confirmation in 464022 or vacate and confirm that it was fraud to begin

27
with Questions will be raised as to why the hard evidence was ignored then and/or now

28

bttp//webaceu.sftc.org/scrlptsJniag1c94/Mgrqispi94.dIlAPPNAMEaulJSPRGNAMEca

senamberprompt22 and enter 464022
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Federal Ninth Circuit Court Corruption

This section will be limited to violations by only two Federal Circuit Judges Three

additional judges are featured at http//www.drhortonsjudga.hifo/ Paragraph infra will

explain how Super-Pac money has bought this nations courtS

Judas Sawidra Armstrong Oakland Division Violations of Equal Protectiona Due mces

Federal Rules of Evidence

On May 172007 this whistle-blower filed federal suit in the Northern District of

California C-07-2625-JL was then removed to the Oakland Division per Fortune-500 DHIs

motion Judge Saundra Brown Armstrong was thereafter assigned and the case was re

designated as C-07-2625-SBA

10
httpI/dockela.justia.eoin/docket/cslifornla/caudce/42007cv02625/1957O3/

11
Armstrong has acheckeredpast For instance in July 2008 she took unusually suspect

12 measures when she wouldnt accept plea deal struck by the government and wealthy

13 entrepreneur She actually stepped in and essentially insinuated that the millionaire-entrepreneur

hadbeenraikoadedbythefedsandthatheshouldinsteadproceedtotrial The entire legal

15
coimnunitycalledheractionshighlyunusuaL

16
http//wwwiaw.cam/Jsp/artlcle.jspid12024231 14944slreturnlhbxlogln4

In case 07-2625 the whistle-blower filed over one hundred exhibits in support of his

opposition of DHIs July 302007 Motion to Dismiss The whistle-blower who

18

had discovered DHIs mterstate antitrust predatcay lending mortgage fraud bank fraud mail

19
fraud wire fraud racketeering Title 18 1513 retaliation federal crimes and over

20
dozen state law violations filed three damning declarations complete with official records and

21
then also requested oral argtnnent stating that he would bring in all the original documents to

22
prove their authenticity

23 Document 21 filed on August 212007 was sworn declaration which included about

24 200 consumer statements that DM1 was committing nationwide racketeering Also within the

25
documents were three statements submitted under the penalty of peijury that 10 DM1 insiders

26
had information to corroborate DHIs interstate crhnes that 12 mortgage and real estate

professionals averred that DM1 practiced criminal lending and fraudulently mis-represented real

estate sales and that the whistle blowers truck had been recently .. bombed.. which might just

28
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indicate that the then 88000000000.00 that is in billions had lot$$$S$ to lo$e if Armstrong

ruled in favor of the whistle-blower

Document 31 filed September 52007 and entered five days later was another

whistle-blower declaration which attached an official hearsay-exccpted police report generated

the cwdinary course of business shortly after occurrence of the event described therein by an

official whose duty is to report accurately government record exception FRE Rule

8038 SFPD Officer Curzy stated within his official Police Incident Report 070793172 that

the victim-whistle-blower had heard large explosive In the next paragraph Curry

corroborates the victims statement by clanning that he too saw the damage to Missuds vehicle

and took4 photos of the vehicle which were then filed as evidence of the Title I815l3

10

11 Docwnent 36 filed October 222007 entered two days later was Request for Judicial

12 Notice of an already docket-registered autbenti court-endorsed Nevada sister-state ruling Said

13 ruling held that DHI was liable for deceptive business practices in nearly identical case

County Nevada Betsrnger
05-A-50312 Sister state rulings are deemed hearsay-excepted

absolutely reliable per FRE 8038 90114 and afforded enormous weight per the Full Faith

and Credit Clause of the U.S Constitution

17

On October 30 2007 Armstrong filed documents 38 and 39 which included three

rulings Document 21 did not contain sufficient information to demonstrate the minimum

18

contacts required to exercise jurisdiction over the $8 billion corporation The official police

19

report was not considered and Her decision was completely silent about the Full Faith and

20
credit Beisinger decision which corroborated the whistle-blowers allegations to Tee Her

21
Final Judgment stated verbatim In accordance with the Courts Order on the defendants

22 Motion to Dismiss judgment is granted in favor of the defendants on the claims brought by

23 plaintiffa All matters calendared in this setion are VACATED The Clerk shall close the file

24
and terminate any pending matters Further oral argument was quickly cancelled since the

25
Court finds this matter appropriate

for resolution without hearing Thereafter the uber

26
capItalized Fortune-500 predatory-lenders were allowed to continue financially ravaging the

27

nation worsen the looming mortgage melt-down and push this nations economy off the cliff

Notice that if ArmStrong had found in favor of the whistle-blower then DHI might have

28

had to disgorge over ONE BILLION in illegal racketeering profits Note that just 1% of ONE
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BILLION DOLLARS is $10 million Ten million dollars invested in judge to produce

fsvraWe ruling that offends federal rules of evidence due process equal protections and the

Constitutions Full Faith and Credit clause would produce $990000000 return on

lflVCStZnCflt

Just for fits also note that the Massey Energy Corporation invested just $3 million in

judge Benjamin fir his
very favorabk ruling which saved that ubcr-capitaized corporation

$47000000 in their appeal

hftpJ/abcnews.go.coBlotter/wut-nis-wwv-disuter-inauey-energy-ceo

dostory1d103 11477

Proportionally then if Massey spent just 3/506% to save $47 million then Dill is likely

10
spending 6%of each billion it hopes to save from disgorgeinen.t of just One Billion equals

11
cfriv..jjjOj -doll ar$$$$$$SS$$$$$S$$S$$$$$$$$$$S$$$$$J

12

13 Judge Roaer BeniteL San Diego Division Violations of Ecual Protection Due Process

Riaht to Petition Grievances

On March 28 2008 five class action representatives filed suit against DHI for of all

things- deceptive trade practices predatory lending and antitrust violations

Each of the five plaintiffs averred that they were fraudulently induced into DHIs contracts

which contained various clauses One such clause was that Dill would not compel the use of its

18

macli more expensive rn-house loan originator since that would violate antitrust and RESPA
19

laws second clause was that since conswners bad voluntarily signed their contracts they

20 ved fl tights tO civil suits before neutral juries of their common-sense peers and agreed to

21
mandatory super-secret arbitration

22
http//docketsjuitia.com/docket/california/easdce/32008cv00592/267063/

23 The consumer-victims attorneys filed well pled opposition to Dills motion to compel

24 arbitration 10 but their cited precedents were all ignored by conservative judge Roger

25
Benitez who on March 2009 granted the billion dollar corporations request for secretive non-

26
pubic arbitration In docket 26 Benitez claimed that he could find no substantive

unconscionability because the $8 BILLION builders adhesive arbitration clause was

voluntarily agreed to the arbitration agreement was fundamentally fair and all statutory

28

rights for the parties had been preserved
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PleaserevisittbeabovediscussioninScctionDpartsl
and Therein youwill find

actual factual analysis regarding the vohintariness of adhesive arbitration clauses which

corruptlseif-interested courts compel consumers into the fundamental fairness of the super

secret non-public arbitrations tried by arbitrators who base their fraudulent awards in 63 lies

and the statutory rights of non-parties
who are nevertheless saddled with all costs and fees

without ever having had the right to present any argument at the railroad arbitrations hosted at

the wildly-lucrative private for-profit repeat-business-favoring arbitral mills

Just for fun also note that just recently Pennsylvania judge was criminally convicted

for psdding his own pockets in return for compelling parties to wildly-hicrative private for-

profl repeat-business-favoring youth detention mills

10

hup..//abcnews.go.com/US/isark-ciavarellapajuveailIe-court-judge-couvlctcd

11
alleged/steryid12965182

12 But digress back to case 592... By April 122010 DHIs five consumer- victims whc

13 ware litigating at their voluntary fair and just arbitration simply had enough and just wanted tc

14 drop their case as long as Fortune-500 DM1 would not pursue them for having tried to invoke the

15
Constitution which has guaranteed basic rights for 225 years However their attorneys

did at

16
least reserve the right to re-file the class action contingent on ATTv Concepcion docketed

17
future Supreme Court decision

ATT was decided on April 27 2011 Therein the conServative majorityS deciSion wai

18

that corporations which have the foresight to incorporate contractual voluntary arbitration

19
clauses and which nevertheless intentionally set out to defraud consumers have the absolute

20
right to commit grand theft extortion antitrust predatory lending RESPA fraud mortgage

21
flaud bank hand deceptive trade bait and switch appraisal fraud OSHA violations

22 employment crimes wire fraud mail fraud evade taxes misrepresent land lie to the SEC and

23 shareholders create shell corporations to evade responsibility for all of the above corrupt

24 officials and judicial officers alike and generally violate every provision of this Countrys

25
foundation and its Constitution The moral of the ATT ruling is that defrauded living flesh-

26
and-blood American clUzenz now compelled into voluntaiy arbitration can not sue as class

27
to right these wrongS committed by fake brick-and-mortar corporate

CITIZENS

bttp//blogs.wsj.comllaw/201 1/04t27/after-att-ruling-sbould-we-say-goodbye-to-consurier-

28

dau-actlons/ and http//www.supreinecourt.gov/oplnions/lOpdf/09-893.pdf

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Coplint 17
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Needless to say the Wilson class action will never see the light of day

Texas Suncr-Pac money which even prior to the conservative Supreme Courts Citlzeist

Urnt4Jecjon ajready bought Texas LçgIafiye Ju4içil ap4 ccutjve Brsncbe

TcarLegLrloizir

Countless investigations prove
that Texas legislature is bought by special interests The

same math uniform accounting standards and statistics used by the IRS and state and federal

governments alike prove that Texas beholden lawmakers are working for campaign-donating

corporahocs when drafting bilis or passing laws Texas building lobby which includes DHI

donates directly to lawmakers and more often than not gets laws enacted which strip consumers

of most if not all state and federal Constitutional rights

11
hftp//Info.tpj.orglLobby_Watcb/pdffHOABobPeny.iunelOlI.Pdf

12 Texas Judiciary

13 Countless investigations prove that Texas judiciary is bought by the special interests

There are so many Texas judges
that have been indicted or are currently under investigation that

15 justice can not be done here to detail all of the assorted racketeering The readers are

16
encouraged to surf the web for hours worth of disgust

17
http//artlele.wu.comklew/2O11lO4/29/Ex1awmkerpteadsguilty_in_TCXa3_COrrUPtiOICa

ia/and

18

http//articlewLcom/view/2O11/O4m1/ExTexasjndge...changes..pIea_dmit5_tO_bribeTY/ht

19

piharticIe.wn.com 201 1/04/1S/Feda_SoutbJexasjudge_rancourt_to_enricb_seW

20
and http//www.google.com/searchcliei4lrefox-arlaorg.nlozilla%3ACn

21 US%3AoffchannihhensoureezhpbhV1O24bilFS80qteXasJUdgebUil

22 deibrlbeiybtnGGoogleSearchadlicntsyhIendlientflrefox

23 ahs.OzTrkorg.nsozlflaen

24 US%3AomdalchannssouhpqxajudgcoruponaqfaqlaqO

25

26
Texas Executives

27
Countless investigations have proven that Texas executives are bought at every level by

the special interests Lets get started in the states largest city

28

Dallas City Hall Corruption

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint 11
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Builder/developer kick-backs ensnared Dallas mayor just last year

bttpil/wwwibLgov/dailss/preu-rekases/2010/d1061510.htm and

bUp/hnw4utice.govhrsao/txu/PresiRelll/slovacek_speicer_DCC_seispr.html and

hftw.piieiiwfre.coaewi-rdeasfeda1-jueturi-vnifv-verdrcti-in-dHas

hi11-corruationcase4356O822.htmI

Corn çtion of4orney General Greg Abbott

Texas Attorney over $1.4 million fromhomebuildcrs likeDfllto get

re-elected and to provide additional favorS in return

bUp//wnv.chrnn.com/disp/story.mp1/metropolitan/58O2S6Lhtml

Consumer groups throughout Texas have determined that Abbott remains silent or runs

interference in disputes between consumers and his corporate benefactors

litlpilhlubbeckonlhie.comlstorLes/050406/ata_050406076.sbtinl

12 This likely explains Abbotts complete non-feasance regarding this federal whistle

blowers notification that DHI is practicing interstate racketeering under his nose from within

the safety of Texas borders and with Abbotts help Please see page 22 at the following link to

find the letter to Texas Attorney General Greg Abbott entitled Texas Penal Code 31.03 Theft

16
Therein are details ofDlls predation of Texas consumers Abbott has ignored at least similar

17
certified deniands that he prevent billion-dollar campaign-contributing DHIs criminal activities

which are flourishing throughout this nations second most populace state

18

http//www.sec.gav/dlvbioni/corpfin/cf-noactlon/14s-8/2OO8/patrickmissud1121O8-14a8.pd

iiiCompiion of Governor Rick Peny now aSpiring Presidential Candidate

20
In one report Texas Governor Rick Perry took $400000 from Perry Homes for his 2006

21
election campaign http//www.wuhlngtonpo.t.coinlwp

22 dyncovstent/srtlcle/2007103116/AR2007031601987.btmlnavraspolitics

23 In another report Perry may have taken an additional $1.5 million from Perry Homes

24 However this depends on whether the money was laundered through Perrys campaigns coffers

25 inthesanicwaythatlomDelaywasindictedfor

26
hetp/f .th .com/disp/stosy.mp/inetropolitan/4478851.htnil and

27

httpilthron.cm/daplstory.mpWmetropolitant7387242.htmL

In yet another report Perry accepted $3.4 million from developers and builders for his

28

2010 re-election For that election cycle he was beholden to all the special interests to the tune

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Cp1aint 11



Case41 1-cv-03567.DMR Documenti FiledO7/20/1 Page2O of 23

of $39000000.00 Thats lot of political favorS

http/.folbwtbemony.org/datbaie/StateGlance/candldste.phtmlc116443

Perhaps then its no wonder that Governor Perry colluded with builder Bob Perryand

Bob Perrys lawyer to conjure up the Texas Residential Construction Committee

OOfl iiner antl.protcCtiOfl$lpTCdaulOfl agency

The IRCC has been called builder-protection agency because it favors the corporate

special interests which donate millions to both Abbott and Peny for extra-Special treatment

Equal protections for consumers under Texas law is but pipe dream Homeowners are

effectively stripped of their tights 94% of the time when petitioning the Perry-Perryffexas

10
Bnilders-AssociafioillRCC forhelp Consumers must first waste thousands of dollars

fighting an unwinnable battle with the corporate-favoring TRCC and are simultaneously

12
prevented from litigating before neutral jury of their common-sense peers

for warranty or

i.3 OthetWise shoddy construction

All of these Constitutional violations arc thnkc to DI and friends corporate ownership

of an aspiring Presidential candidate who wilLie thiS Country off as common traitor would to

16
the likeS of the Koch BrotherS and Donald Horton Rick Perry will do and say anything to buy

the Presidency to make sure that his friendS the Special IntereStS dictate to 308 million better

Americans what they will each spend on foci electricity food drugs hcalthcare homes
18

mortgage rates bank and credit card fees and virtually any other expense so long as he and the

19

oligarchs have their pockets fUll like did Mohamar Khadaftl Hosni Mubarak Kim Jeong 11 and

20
Iraqs late Sadani Hussein

21
http/w.huffingtonposLcom/2O11/O7I1whlte-house-tex2s-disUter-

22 8$893.htnsl

23

24 At this point does anyone get the impression that the author of this ainicus brief feels as if he

25
has to massively expose and utterly destroy 15 or more... judicial careers and send 15 corrupt

26
judges off to fhderal prison to set an example for the rest of the corrupted judicial community

To continue
77

28

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Coapleint
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Supreme Court Jusdcea John Roberta Antonin Scala Samuel Auto Anthony Kennedy

aarenceTbomu Violations of Equal Protections Privileges and Imniunhlea Right to

PetItion Government to Redress Grievances Duà Process Voting Rights

The Supreme Courts conServative majority has recently made sonic rather interesting

decisions The five conservative justices have officially stated for the record that corporations

need to be the loudest voice to buy electionS and the Constitution self regulate and prey on 308

million flesh-and-blood Americans as they all See lit

Coroorate ownership oCpuntry and Constitution

The whistlc.blower/Plaintiff referenced throughout this complaint is named Missud

10
Missuds Country and Constitution have been stolen Missuds truck was bombed as if be lived

11 in Pakistan Missud was then threatened with bomb-like briefcase placed in second truck as

12 if it wan parked in Ramallali The Texas-based special corporate-interest known as DHI wants

13 Missudtoshutupinordertokeepthebillionsinilegalrevcnuethatithasalreadystolenfrom

14 tens of thousands of flesh-and-blood Americans Dliis CEO Tomnitz wants to donate just

15
fraction of its billions of racketeering profits to Texas Governor Rick Perrys 2012 Presidential

16
campaign so that they can then all continue selling fraudulent and predatory loans to consumers

17

send Americas economy off the cliff Donald Horton wants to continue paying off his

favorite judgeS So that they will continue looking the other way while incendiary devices are

18

placed on and around Missuds property thousands more families are ruined by his enterprises

19
criminal activities and the Constitution is torn into little pieces The Supreme Courts

20
conServative majority haS made all of thiS poSSible

21
Cornorate ownership of JudneS

22 Don Blankenship bought judge Benjamin for only $3 million Benjamin then saved

23 Blankenship $47 million by looking the other way On April 2010 Blankenship and busineSS

24 partner Benjamin murdered 29 miners The hills of West Virginia now share special bond with

25 ChinasGuangxiZhuangProvincewhichthreedaysagoosiJuly22011 sawthedeathofthree

26
of its own miners China was once renowned for its official corruption These days however

27
Chinas official corruption seems just tenth as horrendous as Americas judicial corruption

How much is human life worth you ask If you talk to BlankenShip or Benjamin each miner

28

is worth $103448.27

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Cotp1aint
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bftpdhabcngo.cemBlofterlwest-vjila-ndne-disaster.mauey.esiergy-ceo

doa/storyid103 11477 and bttpil ytlmas.comt2OllmS2O/us/2OmIne.html and

ht1p/IonIhsewsj.coarticJe/SB10O01424OS27O23O44SO6O45764156S3464733192.htinl and

ittp//cnneUn.com1theilhutrateeeif-1ndlftbree-dead-ln-ehina-mlne-

collapse.539762-d4b54fe13d87c504ab6b225712ac7b0dd47c63.html and

hffp/hwiytimes.eom/2OO8/O9/O4/wor1d/asia/O4lht-chIaa.2.158982O3.h1m1 The Supreme

Courts conServative majority makeS all of thiS and more reality

Cqorate Ownershin of RegulatorS

On April 202010 the Deep Water Horizon claimed 11 lives That drilling rig fa1ed in

sLr different ways Big OIL had taken over the Minerals Management Service which was

10
supposed to safely self regulate the industry However those foxes had no intentions of

protecting their many disposable hens which exist only for their service and at their whim After

12 miners are only worth $103448.27 whether on land orat sea

bttpd/wiw ei.cons201O/12/26/usI26spilLhtmE and

httpillwww.cbsnews.com/storles/2010/O5/27/politics/mahi6523948.shtml The Supreme

Courts conServative majority haS done itS beSt to inSure indentured Servitude to the oligarch$

and guarantee return to the dark ageS for many future generationS

17

CONCLUSIONS
18

The forthcoming first amended complaints claims of judicial corruption and fraud will

19
be pled with such particularity and supported with such oveiwhelming proof that it will survive

20
any sunimaxy judgment motion The assigned judge WI have to issue written rulings since one-

21
liners dismissing cases without logic or detailed ruling will not be tolerated The judicial

22 decisions will be monitored by thousands of media correspondents watchdog agencies and

23 millions of real American CITIZENS Any further judicial attempts at any level to further

24 DHFS or any other corporationS criminal interstate activities will be made shockingly obvious

25
That and all future judgeS will be setup for failure and 20 years federal incarceration Three

26
hundred and eight million Americans will decide whether this judge is allowed the privilege of

27
judicial immunity when he or she Ignores these Defendants crimes against this Country its

Constitution and its people
28
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FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS SEP 06 2012

MOLLY DWYER CLERK
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT U.S COURT OF APPEALS

PATRICK ALEXANDRE MISSUD No 12-1537

Plaintiff Appellant D.C No 411 -cv-0 856-PJH

Northern District of California

Oakland

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT
et ORDER

Defendants Appellees

Before REINHARDT WARDLAW and BEA Circuit Judges

We have reviewed the record and appellants opposition to appellees

motions for summary affirmance and we find that the questions raised in this

appeal are so insubstantial as not to require further argument See United States

Hooton 693 F.2d 857 858 9th Cir 1982 per curiam stating standard

Cleavinger Saxner 474 U.S 193 200 1985 absolute immunity extends to

judges and certain others who perform functions closely associated with the

judicial process Wasyl Inc First Boston Corp 813 F.2d 1579 1582 9th Cir

1987 arbitrators are immune from civil liability for acts arising out of their

arbitra functions and duties Greater Los Angeles Council on Deafness Inc

SM/MOATT
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Zolin 812 F.2d 1103 1110 9th Cir 1987 suit against the Superior Court is suit

against the State and is barred by the Eleventh Amendment United States City

ofHayward 36 F.3d 832 838 9th Cir 1994 noting that courts have held that

sponsoring board or organization will not be liable for an arbitrators decisions

Accordingly we grant appellees motion to summarily affirm the district

courts judgment

The pending motion is denied as moot

AFFIRMED

SM/MOATT 12-15371
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RECEIVED
AL Paiick9j Atii

San Francisco CA 94112

415-5844251 Office

415-845-5540 Ccfl AqItv

August 26.2009

Office of the ChiefTrial CounscVfntakc

Stale OfCalrfontla

1149 South Hit Street

Los Angeles CA90015-2299

Re California Attorney Complaint

Vin Ces1laMA 0MB Memorandum MO716
Deor Agent

Please find cncosed formal complaint form This cover letter also scrves as attachment

to item

Discovery of court sanctioned widespread fraud creating devastating consumer losses has

me quesli on ng my own actions and wondering whether am fit to be Bar member

therefore demand formal investigation into my actions

Complains Item Hi

Per Rule 1-100 the Rules of Professional Conduct are to psolect the public and to

promote respect and confidence in the legal profession have on numerous occasions

broadcasted mydisdain for and lack oconfidcnce in the legal profbssion few of my

Certified MINSIFISMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7A 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

FISMA 0MB MemorandumdlMCh 192009 and AugUst 82009 have been sent and received

by she Bar and federal judges as proof Several letters have also already been registered

in PACER under case 07-C V-0265 SM

have violated Rule 2-400 by practicing discriminatory conduct in my law practice if

middle class client or one who speaks English as second 1anguage comes to me for

legal advice without hesitation inform them that they stand little chance of prevailing

regardless of the merits of their cass However ifs wealthy white client comes through

the doors tarn more than happy to oblige w4tb their legal endeavors regardless of the

criminal nature of any actions that they may have been involved in

Ibave violated Rule 3.210 byadvisIngclients toviolate law Forinssanct ifaclient who

is mortgage broker iniircs whethet he should forfeit bormwers escrow deposits for

IiJure so close daJ on the brokers ternis resoundingly recommend that he do so

015H001157
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Similaily if large building contractor wishes to fraudulently void waisanty without

good cause or
any and all conseniclion defects whole hcartedly recommend that that is

the course which should be followcd

have violated Rude 500 by threatening athminisUaiivc chargesto gain at advantage in

my civil dispute Alter having donated over $100000 and newly three years of time

pursuing consisner redress have now turned to leveraging corporations with tlweals of

admiuustraiivc dlseipkne and widespread Internet broadcasting to gain an advantage

ciraii for myself and generally for others priOr related complaint inquiry is 06-

26033

have violated Rule 5-120 by pubkly making extra judicial statements that know have

substantial likelihood of materially prejudicing an adjudicative proceeding In advance

of several fedod rulings have contacted syndicated media so apprise them of the issues

yet to be decided have inierkred with 0-cv-01324 Trenga decicion as well as the OS

CV.00592 Benitcz decision. have gone so far as to create web site to which

regularly refer syndicated media huodwww4hoflonsiudces.info/Home Pae.hun1

have violated Rule 5-300 by directly and extra judicially contacting federal judges

Trenga Bcnhte2 Edinfield and Reidinger without consent of any of the patties in those

cases All of these judges received certified letters as proof of contact

In closing anxiously await your written decision on these mailers in timely manner

tinder the penalty of perjury imdcr the laws of the State of Calrfornh swear that the

above are true statements

Cc Clerk of the Court for Judge Armstrong

1301 Clay Street Suite 400

Oakland CA 94612-5212

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Clerk oltbeCoun foriudge Bcnitez

U.S Courthouse

880 Front St 4290

San Diego CA 92101

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Patrick Midsud CA Bar 219614

Further violations of I-l00 5-120.5-300 follow

DRHOIIIU
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THE STATE BAR OF CAUFORNIA

CAUPORNIA ATTORNY COMPLAINT FORM

Date
AUIe12209

Your name and akess P5ICII Id 91 San JUan Ave San Frandsco CA94112

Telephone nuJflVI$in1OMB Memorandum M-07-16 _______________

Th name adess and telephone number of the attorneys you are comptainWig

abouL S. naf bekw
PabldcLllsud 91 San Juan Ave San FrancIsco CA 94112.415-584-7251

Have you or member of your family complained about this attorneys previously

YosO Nofj If Yes please state to whom lb previous complaint was made its

approxbnate date and disposition

Did you employ the attorney Answer Yes or Plo and If Yes give the approumale

date you employed the attorneys and the amount it any paid to th attorneys

Pb

your answer to above Is No what is your connection with the attorneys

Explain bvlelty

SIN

0110011k
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include with this form on sepwat.pfoco ofpspar statement of what the

attorneys did or did not do which is the basis ci your ccrnplalnL Please stats lbs facts

as you understand them Do not include inbns or arguments It you employed the

altomsys slate what you employed the attorneys to do Sign and data each

separate piece ci paper Addilional Infomiatlon may be requested Attach cop.s of

pertinent docsanenls such as copy of the agrwarnwW caiceRed chocks or

MdsevanS ca7.epon

If your complaint Is about 1awsull anssef the lO1Iowing If known

Name ci court For example SuparkrorUmIcFpaI Cow and name olThe cowt
Sm Frandsco iipsdar Northern Dbtilct of Cacmla

Title of the suit Foreem irih Jones

PatdckMbsud v.0 Horton

Case number ci the suit
CCC 47499 07-CV-2625-SBA

Approximsie date th suit was fed 2006 May 2007

If you are not pasty to this suit what Is your connection with it Explain bdefly

SIze of law firm complained about

1AttomeyI 2lOAltornsysO 11AttorneysfJ

Government Attorney Unknown IJ

NOTE lyou are complaining about more therm on aUome% Include the

Mlita
CMos Of the Chili Trial Counaetllntke

The State Bar of California

1148 South Hill Skeet

Wcvvna$on requested items threugh Use separate sheets incoussavy

DRHOOI 190
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SiePIIM1$e.CA 4iL2

Cttftir1u Wuui
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7OO 0060 000 6752 6757

Clerk Of the Court for Judge Mmsong
1301 ClqSizeet$uits400S

Oland CA 94612.5212

46tZ2tZ

1T cn

1$l4I ._



EXHIBIT



7A-NSClP

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA

PATRICK MISSUD et a1
5.air1t

fCASE
NO A551662

DEPT NO XI

HORTON INC et al
Transcript of

Defendants Proceedings

BEFORE THE HONORABLE ELIZABETH GONZALEZ DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

SHOW CAUSE HEARING

TUESDAY JULY 20 2010

APPEARANCES

FOR THE PLAINTIFFS PATRICK MISSUD PRO PER

FOR THE DEFENDANTS JOEL ODOU ESQ
NADIN CUTTER ESQ

COURT RECORDER TRANSCRIPTION BY

JILL HAWKINS FLORENCE HOYT

District Court Las Vegas Nevada 89146

Proceedings recorded by audio-visual recording transcript

produced by transcription service
LAS VEGAS NEVADA TUESDAY JULY 20 2010 1040 A.M



THE COURT First witness

MR ODOtJ Your Honor defendants call Patrice

Missud

THE COURT Mr Missud if you would come forward to

the witness stand Since youll be doing narrative for your

cross you may bring anything you need to assist you in doing

your crossexamination You dont want to take your notes or

your books sir

MR MISSUD am going to take my notes Im going

10 to bring the binder Ill have to come back for those

11 documents

12 MR ODOU Is it Your Honors preference that Mr

13 Missud goes first and then Ill cross him

14 THE COURT No Its preference you do your direct

15 examination of him first

16 MR ODOU Thank you Your Honor

17 THE COURT Youre going to help him find his place

18 in the book to start with

19 PATRICK MISSUD DEFENDANTS WITNESS SWORN

20 THE CLERK Please be seated

21 THE MARSHAL And if everybody could turn off their

22 cell phones from the lunch hour please

23 THE CLERK Please state your name for the record

24 THE WITNESS Patrick Missud given name Patrice

43
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PATRICE MISSUD and JULIE

MISSUDJ
Eo 07-2625 SBA

Plaintiffs ORDER

D.R HORTON INC el al

Defendants

______________/
10

Ii
Over the past several weeks Plaintiff Patrice Missud has submitted numerous papers to this

12
Court which do not conform to the local rules governing the form and manner of papers Plaintiffs

13 submissions for example arc double-sided do not stale case number and do not include

14
chambers copy Moreover the Plaintiffs case was terminated on October 30 2007 The Case

15 Systems Admmistrator has communicated this failure to comply with this Courts Local Rules to

36
Plaintiff on several occasions Nevertheless Plaintiff continues to submit papers and represents

he

J7
willcontinuetodoso

18 Good cause appearing the Plaintiff is ORDERED to comply with local rules of the Northern

19 District of California when submitting documents to this Court and if Plaintiff fails to comply the

20 Case Systems Administrator is authorized to return all non-conforming papers to Plaintilt

21 IT IS SO ORDERED

22

23 Dated 5/21/09 SAUNDRA BROWN ARMSTRONG
United States District Judge

24

25

26

27

28

DRHOOI 301
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MISSUD et at Number CVO7-02625 SBA
Plaintiff ERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

10 D.R.HORTON INC et al

Defendant

____________________/

13
the undersigned hereby certilj that am an employee in the Office of the Clerk U.S District

Court Northern District ofCalifornia

14
That on May 22 2009 SERVED true and correct copyies of the attached by placing said

copyies in postage paid envelope addressed to the persons hereinafter listed by depositing

said envelope in the U.S Mail or by placing said copyies into an inter-office deliveiy

16
receptacle located in the Clerks office

18

Patrick Alexandre Missud

91 San Juan Ave

20
San Francisco CA 94112

21
Dated May 22 2009

Richard Wieking Clerk

22 By USA CLARK Deputy Clerk

23

24

25

26

27

28
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Attn Defendants and Agencies
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Sypdrcaud iota çilhfrstrççpyn copies
otths conlsint with saçcrUntcMence long before the de6rn4ants

suçmtns are served The fwingaraps theta poótg the cneIct judicial coun$ien officiaL

corruption and ethics violations bynteBatuiejubers and asociflons hmhctaasortinent ctoMcisl

goveniment adtmsEo eardsandicgistaedjp4lc$ decisiozs areinchsed or cited or miornet links to wqb

accessible mAma$ioaare ptpvide4 or bar4copynvldence
enclosed wAth rn certified March 12b 2Q49 letter which

you
have each positively received Ths currwutldter will soon btDoate4to wp4ithp esJafq fçj

çiedlas and Americana ease of accea My bitsnttstorwnihc reputattcms of the naejed individuals and

corpoTaticas and to exposa the various governmental entities responsible fee DIRs predatory lendmg whishhsa cost

300 naihon Anlencans triljionsoldollsrs lit bail outs whlleatlowing the corpOrate elite tcavoId usdco The

cqncasssonthet w411 now show thonanied defrndanttwi1l be similar to that shown by the DXI cerpceatibn and its

officers towards its owit consnrs Every defendsntwho $s dealt with thadevIwUl now becomla vidlin of

DIRs own corpoiate fraud v4 hopeflill7 leans much ja the bindredthoi$nds of preld qn3 jonclosed and

banbziptedpH1taiunssSS nanonwxfr Markopoulos exposed Madofrs penn scheme which injured

thougands of privatshvestors and several large flindt plans exices
the muecreaSsthSve canted catastrophic

worldweceaoac leases

lende UaazetHonisa deferred preaeedi$Ofl agteement

admitted to predatory lendlnglmongage fraud and qgreedto Million acoosia resSSn The FBL$EC sail

MUD agreed to settle Ia lien of prosecwlngtt8eazerspartedpaticsm sebesnsdselgpsd tO iacrese its mongate

conçanys profits sad sail homes arranging larger loans that consumers ceuld etl Saudnlsntly Inflating

home prices to offiet incenths4 generally inflating interest rates on the hack end and inteatiostally oversfttdtg

Scene fersr 44 hiwtlqq914a1
of leaners consumers have been teciceedon and benkiupeect Hundreds mont have been fisiciady turned

KI Sd ..Ioere$ others MbOsiiUarbbefl fesmdtvvad .i4dir$Itory

ffl YL9TP tk D%Jjsflyp wtpc

DL Hortons sales volume is POUR tanfl as great seEsaws and qualifies he minimum of S2OGMIUlon

i.cqasumteçutf at of ofi 4goverrndidScurictund comuer i$in
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1uiQve the .wfreds fDHIs obey besu dve4
bankrupted Thousands imee have been thianCIaUyZULIpI M1vmi however are thut the DRI ebte will skate

the white coiler c41rrxn.h will never have to answer fox crunes inteeinontisa sad mall fish rslularlypsy

for end ijusbcV fr all

.. .-

July 192006 BUD 1irector Ivy Induce personaily requested my then small fli regarding JHI
regional predatceylending occurring throughout Cahfosma and Nevada wee happy to dbbgs ai4quly cnt1iez

the dOcuments

On November 19 2006 AP syndic$.dxeal ssite coJumunt Kin Janwy thin pemt$ Buddar-Juodpaitneribipe

4raw MUD eye Within that atticlebe wrote th at polies have-begun Intervining in cossplamts brought by

ludivadual consumers who say builders em unthldy forcing them use thmr affiliated usillgage cenipsniea The

following paragrspb then begins to detsuLth sims identical stories diet Ibad asn$ cettifled to HLJDsDIr.ctc

Jacksc

Judicial Furtherenca Assistance end Enablemeit of
pJI1s

R1CO

Qn Juno 82009 the Supreme Coutt ruled thatWsat Tirglnla judge Bcnjamiirshouldbav dia1tflcd

biniseif Aura an appeal ofa $50 suilhiosi jury verdict aganist Masecy Energy to because the coelizurang conons
CEO had been cue of his inejorcanpeegn donora Bcnjmin$$wmg vcieprcdkably dMa$Sey Energy

4dôudbuWdS3M

In June 2006 South Carolinas aMÆiat.urtIs ColtraneIwloc cited Dliis corporate peciJJntests to

iruinp communitys and couplcsl9rst Ansndmenight to speech and assbly at$eaufç traditional public

Lirunas 06--07.1658 2224 and btnJi eipt car m1.btn Uoweva

another Magistrate notcn DHIs patU properly ruled plait Dlii when ti tnsd to again hnniate the 222 ycerold

right to speech and assembLy in Richiand County South ro1ma
Now-rn 2009 acoordmgtq Southern Caohnas Beauforl

bunch1 Special MagiStrate Cotrauc is nqlonger errservice nor even practicing
law P.rhapCotransS former

DM1 Income Is Sufficient fo support h$hfe3tyle His friend of Ihather was nnilady uidraed recently on July

2009 $upporting her own hfs3tylr

.....

In Octbcr 2007 NurthsmThslnct of Cali nm Judge Saundrsrmetrong qwckly closd DflI predatosylesmhng

cas Winch precisely nurrecs the .nialliih $50 Million Eisner defined prosecutwn case 31 reso icho$ly refused

lbs plaintiffs offer to king dozens now hundreds of naticinity defrauded cosisuseerucintacts to an orallicernag the

whiCh therewould have been apubbo record Sb ignored aClirkCeunty court fhp1mgofsu4d d.cepbvsirade

piactices by the $Ænie defundanti Wh.q She sbpuld have given that ri4iug fell sub and credit JudgcSaundra

Arn4ttong çveu diumesed an official poce repoxspnasted in the qay course of buanasus byan officer whose

ofcial duty was to accurately document the bombing oftheplainbWwhiatlºblowsslruck at l0U0 PM on August

32007 iJOO Coincidentally at 10OO PM that very

same evsnmg th plamdeahms4 month Icig sponsored internet ceenpaign
bad mform.dyd another 1000 people

nationally of DIIISRICO Theplanitiff can now puiet so200 million reasons why Dl would want to iflenc bun

through face and intumdaboi Perhape trcngompomt so Several hundred thouSand reaSons why Sb found for

DHI Most
recently on August11 2009 this cosit even entered dçwnent uu$er 55 nte

PACE1 misrepresenting that itwas filed by the whistulbiowecs wif depi hurnpn-inolvemur nstbasaLDHl

RJCQ eJattd flsters1 end tq somehow tintberas hoensedattomsy The iortbsrn districts federal judiciary has

now taken its own $ciaI r.talitosyjthcf1 actiorito grvnt federal mfiicit Aura truthfully interning

government and the public of DHfsnatiosiwIs çrlniss in centravaiitiq of CPR Dub tS.Ssction 1l3
Mc Lot 9Ttiti .AnsbWdltsctcdver4i

by AntiStiongis bee dsmisia1 of litg mousy tobeso conçacucs inn sins which should have-been the .evsntbm

Available at http//www.drhoitonsjudgss.info/



II

raw vormg coosumeeL By the time tht She ruled December 2003 breik the ccueumwin atrcaktwa

con knowledge that tobacco ccnipame$manipiilatcd incotut levels ad booked kids into smokinghtt/w wsjiWCsDkt/ Yetsuother

vesy cpiessloeabl nthag is vhs rnongjeccziUy refuSed to accept settlement agatormnat whkb would have

required nearly 51.24 in fines ad ths4utierlag Inotech business Rather tha let these expensive conditions

bippun ArmStrong did not accept the ettient bet inStead required the prusecntors to strike new deal with the

wealthy entrvpsmsur

In March 2009 Bmnh Jrs hand picked corpoats4avonug JudgeRoger Banitsa who believes that ittuseegulated

DHI has nothing bet coinuasara best mterei$ in mind compelled arbitration for five blateritly defrauded DIII

predatory lending vIctmu The victims communities were separated by nearly 500 Jnitss with their DIII originated

nicstpg.s issued by di.ffsrcnt branch offices DIII corponto moder fromT.xas 1500 noles away sl
ccnfkmed that DJU Mortgage-a policy re Texan as well as In California Nevada Viritina FlorIda Oregon

Waslungton Illlnou Colorado is to reqwre consumers to us DIII afliheind lcnder otherwise lose-their

thousands in deposits On May20 009 the consumer advccscy group Pimbbc Citizen printed liesne Court

Advantage Howtlat Building lndujny Uses Forced Mbllratiep to Evade Accowdabihy

httnylwww fsb4fratlo oral sds/HoipeCaurAdviu4ip in the very well researched 53 page

document citini 340 ovrces Public Cttizen determined that arbitration is overwbshmngly effective for

O1pOrMiO.4
witich keep arbitraimSip busme$$by requoreg consumers to cepitulets to boilerplate and

uriçpnauorisb1e uwolatory erbstrabqns cboja Indeed this was ha very saipnlliiduug in document 24 which was

pmely submine4 into vduncc The undonleble nmtbeniatcal taflsts froni both tipese documents are that forced

arbitration co consumers even more money than they hve already lost in the original fraud bays secrmdaisl

ihirdDHl
corporate unssdcr /nfcrnwut who alo agree with the first thatDIU lilepily ties borne sales tomortgagc

crvices Thia were meny ample grounds for uvaludatlng the arbit toclauec After all arbitrthot agreements

arq favored and shall be valid Iwevocable and eforceable save upon
such grounds as eamsa1law OR IN

EQUITY for diCrevocatlon of any contrct 08 CV-$592-BBB Order to Compel.Azbitralionpags

lines 13-15J Under contracts 101 fraudand nç.cnatuabty rescinds contracts and clauses Any contract in which

fraud is contenuplatad is also an
illegal unenforccabfcoptraCt ZH1 could not have contemplated that contractual

fraud would have to be arbitrated under lerpus of the agreemcnt epitez$decdiou to force arbltraton on these

already once defrauded consumers iseither incompetent or comet

Said cverpis to suppress tise-nifornintlon which HUP
should have acted c1ive years ago to prevent our curently pwingO00000000000 bail ord caused by

iflipaflt nxxtpgs fraud and predatory lending

On Deceinber 31200 the Fit found 205 pages of responsive records to my FTC FOTA requcstl2009.00355

which sought predatozylendang complaints agpuustrHi and DIII Mortgage Ops of tbe 190 pages thtth FtC

released even centained one of my complatatacopledto andthen only forwarded by the DOJ In fact dii FTC

recorded about of my complaints and updates that Lhad.sent by certified ninil My predeany lending complaints

were among 44 others from 16 other states All of she PTC records which sent were recewed as cÆrbcutcoiiles of

letters sent dbectly to HUD Tromoalty HLJDhas not been able to find any ntmy or any others complaints in its

own archives HUD thoqgk is the primary regulatory authority to receive liLA RESPA and mortgage fraud

complaints not only from myself but from at least 16 other DIII market states

Op February 2009 HUD Office of the Inspector Osuelul scrit letter reply to my HtJD PO1A request wbiOh

sought information regarding predatory lending by DIl th1sountrys singi largest buildeWafflIissd lender ThC
isscarch indicated that thers were no responsive records to ptoblemetic DIII audDlil Mortgage fransactiom

However three weeks later on February 272009 HUD folsaculously managed to fled nearly 1700 adnimistribirs

recordspsovbug buthkr/afIfluated lender taisdagalost consumers in case 0$CV-01324-AtT-TCB Then onAprll

302009 skit second FOIA request again seeking thus exaCt type of Information or copy
of the 7700

ahimstrative records HU.D reiterated the position that it bad tie rsspcwrve records

On March 122007 at 0324.10 PM clerk 03 accepted and scanned-both bar coded certified packages 70062150

00011108 505 and 5065 into computer at the Onondaga Post office Both ounce packages Containing

dàubls sisd papa of proof ofDIWs.prsdaroxy lçÆ4lpg.wsrs eddrsss$tç IIUDand the FTC In WsshlugtonC

20580 Tb computer generated receipt 05671300i6-OO96isilso logged into the computer as DIII

10O04O2R5364 Ths pap was prinind seconds æer o1mth
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vu th.USPS database xplki W11554SiC tfC5.tO UthC eckagos OflC1flOI.
no record of 60 pages oltips to HUD/flC which could have pre-ezupted ow econonuc critis directy baked to

predatory lending and nmrtgage fraud

To this day my HUP POIA reqnost remains wsfhiflfled despits new FOIA gutdebncs whichclainUo provide

inortias.ncyin obtalmag just such governjnet rccvrd have yet to rccetvs suagis doçuiasitoin HUD
the federal agency coniuussioced Sd

preveid predatory isdingand to archive just such tecordL

State Agent anid Eqabler1imnt
of DIII RIC

On Jun 2006 Nevada DepuI nussicoce for Mtsea Landing $uSe Ecklisrdt finally replied to my third

eubpoena deinanduag srml$a caoa asto yhy she dad not investigate Dill Modgage despite myvwg
fbçwsrded 20 aspirate nntanvrnQfpredatosylanding to her offic By Nevada stats law She was tobave pçovidcd

bet aswer without foe iweessity of any subpoenas and within 90 days aubnusalon otmyccaiet WEthinber

umnthdeimqucnt anwer She cuentlafly aWed that slthoughbe iaued five bnenscsio DIU Mettpgebr office

could not regylate the cquieny Twenty sb4ay Nvde Attorney General infcrnic4m thth.ywer

eearcbuigfqr Jisrjqplaccmsnt andif cou send thm my file Tc4ay Lu Vegas Is the fo scapied of the

worldi WUb in 68 homes already fotecloseoc ntthe process of foreclosure SuSan Eckhirdt is tsspcswibl for

millions loSSeSand thibenkrupty of thospds in her wn city be1tcv$1ic left town end Sought employment

..

In ast H.nçtleld Penamylvania buldlngcode officialS passed uan1 notoraou non code coinpbantconsucnon

dafectam fivor of DHI When third party Inspectors wcr asked threview Dills ccntnictlo the massive defects

were easily spotted and the Countys cods ftlcialSmpi4lytezminMsd

Ot1anmantDffl RICfr

ThF51 found Beazer tjpe appraiwi frond in.DIIs gln1as11ppon Landing
DHIs fraudulent

aprais.a1 cxtenddto knd 2DIlls frth mt
appousais also extended to Nevada wherecoinuniers have statedtbat the basewceof theg bmea would increase if

outsjde financing was sccurc4 One ecançic being diets home would cost an additional S3.OQO if the

purchaser/mortgage agent brokered his own lon second example being that the $se price waso iptlatedthat

outside lcdeq would not flnancoapd the buyçr bad to glqse with theimicl.nnrc expeesive DHlMortgage by

default Other English as second language Nevadans have also hadtIeirhouncs xçappraised only to find that they

bad been swindled at the ti of their purchase About half of that comnmndy is now bankrupted

DW bungfrr tax ewialon was discovered in Pennsylvanias Village Grands devalopoinait Dill ofcowss bad the

home myers pay for their upgrades Those anus upgrades ltowvet wera cony ypmittc4.fremirsusfer teacs

witen it came tune forDlil SO pay the stats tax

DIII nnscbaracterizes its work force to evade payroll lazes In New Jersey

/wwwn LconslnI IqA9s jIder pHI did the sÆipiid Punts

Gorda Fictida ttns/Ila ul/B217O4ipat 1483741tsitmI

Dill forged specisi inspections records for structural components in Ynba County Californie.

Atson Is suspected In Dills money losing Paramount condominium proj.cs in San Diego and another In Vacavills

Cabforms

DIII eprescntCa mall 21 market states concerning land nilsr5presantateni warrantyind con defects
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Th SEC has logged cornplsls H01042390 hr its rØhives cqncumln PHIs accelersteddunag .ndthreatensd

deposit forfeiture on an Incoinpicte born to quali for that quarWr carninge The lease was ready for nasvv in

months later setha nsxtqisescr Appseritlythat consumers neighbor else suffered she ass st. Likely scosesu

jiuaeds ofotheri had to prepw homes they could not 11v hi bqcaut Toumlia cumi dkective Difi agimnta

were to meet sales jails avsy qusrW at all cpsis by whatever nais ojncreaas stock valuation and ontpctfovn

htt 4tpftthacr.k.IafpPromekz t.IkMW

Demug the recent 200924 sariws conference call CEO Donald Tonmtz made nipterial mkrcprcsentalons to

shareholders clabning that DIII MOItpgiSdO.S excellent job underwndngnroetgagss and the related nsk

auoclntsd It This despite overwhelming motjntaln of proof that hi hsaperaomalhaowjcdgelo the

onPary which brhrp us to DIIIa predatory lending

arntDUf prsd.tmy lçndgiJgrJagefread as 17 tstes accordmg to the FTCs own lii20 stats accordaig to

mycn mere extasslys files and ill 27 of Dills market atatuby mmply surfing the web Horton predatory

tending or Horton mortgage fraud 4repadnk4JTc çqrin$

My own very extensively documented case fot wlllchDHI has aheadrproiiced dacumenta and adnuesious baa

yielded blatant DIII heL P111 had my Joan poeiurvely and oitcnisfly approved yet sent me ataudulent federally

certified letter cleaning that Jbad breached their ctptflnssioaby not ftlEiag PIlMalpps
rsqurementÆ or bsccmpig fifly approved ha reason.for thetaudu1cntprcdelory1efletinfetmnngme that they

would return my deposits and cancel my contractwas because 1vistcad cboeeto flc.with Wells Farge The

reecIy DHI board of directors who crafle4 then ujust corporpolicy leaving cçnsumsr choice

would not earn ameitgageorlg loerconinussign from mc nor be able to reU my loanç their cOTpotat1on

bçttom Inns In PACI Las Vegas DIII Moçtpge agn$ MichaçLason first claimed wepsivc jotters tbatL

was appcovsd then only prelunina4jyapproved then not approved in fraudulent statement to PRLs tinder

the table employee sad form Nevada Deputy Commissioner iheafinally approveif in Cltomiaccnrt

documents to evade junsdiction which would have come by way of lying lathe Califoxia cowL lerCqunty

Nevada case A5l6621 San Francisco Supenor 05-447499 and Frbcreatefld
JnBstsinger four cdi Las Vegas DHI agents have already been civilly hable for frau4 f4Q12l1 The few

cnnnnally acturgDHl agents ermm addition to the agent ipvolved.inmy case and sevealmore who are also

pervasively found duoughout thcl9O psgssofPlC rcspOnsrverecordL ft 4sseathat.ll the Las Ytlee pm
Mortgage agentswere following the samsiiationwlde predatorylwlmg scheme erigmatmg from DHJs tort Worth

IoordroomJust as deŁlaterfbyDHI corpor$e insidàa ..

The retaltation that DHI ban taken agamstm as federal mforni$m.nstlonally exposing their vast pcty
lending and mortgage fraud 111 occurred four docum.ntçd dmss the jast by car bomb

Mymformation and scamied Codified lettets arc posted in 16

Web sites on the we which have by now been seen by over nuihon Amezlcjns

D141 dafarantkeisv namuzy

In Califeuua Wendel Rosen Black and Dean attorneys peqtoodlhsnteslves twice to the San Francisco Superior

Court tht first tans by thInly claiming to have contacted me for an experts hearing

have pqtjursd themselves three times denyiflgthe recoiptof

certified maa lse statements to the former DIII ccrrupidd Deputy Coanmluicmer EClthardt nd in mia

atilnig court ordered firm of order hi17 vftdrhtrtqefldfltkLadhhnd
In 1.xas DflI board members who alsohappei to be attonreysbave been repeatedly notified ochtcovcrynf their

boarthocen crsanals4 predatory tending yet hive done nothing to atop itlsOl324
boldly claun3 to have high customer martgaga nlglnadcn

sansfacdon DHI even eats single letterby happy customer as sroo1 The tiuth thougr is that H4 tanks

slightly better than predatory lends Rylaud slid Counywld Thu inforniationwas compiled by iDd.pendsi

Available at httpllwww.drhortonsjudges.info/



the

Nov thstths

liyperbak toths hard data no 1ong.rwocbalthough there arc sails to it which parvss.vsly szistthronbout lbs

webb This taforciatios 18b.ifl$ suppressed eoetcad bard copy rscordwas pzmted beütrs all the daaailng dats

4isappesrcd and was sent snsuppcct of aryh4arch 192009 letlu Ratberthsn single latlarma siçpcd of PIIPs

ati3thctcy mortgage qai$hiadce offer 44 from thuFTCr.cords and lmndrsds suimfrsan my own archivea all

owlncbcIaimmg that DIU s.pr.diIiy lender last Ieast2Q of Dills 21 market sttcs

..... ...

Tb Cabllwnlaber barbecn repeatedly nomsd of Ca3ifornia attorneys takingpsrtlnDIiLe RICO flelhetüig

ImtOnWLds nUt5g5 Osud yet has taken aco
tlNcvada bar hnobcen peststfly noiOed ctf4evada attorney ims-conduct whlcli baa enabled Djistlonwide

uxa1pghakcnnoactios
The Texas Bas non feaseacs starts ci page 23 QfID-av/4hI$seakasolhalcff4ip
8naced1I214p4 Seycral certified letters wetepessed to all these organizations. To date the

TX state barhae taken no acm against vs DIII general counsels and board membcts who have orchestrated tbs

nationwide predatory lending which baa coribibutect to the worlds finciI malt 4owo

a.. ..
Evcsymgl system andrgaidzatton mieent protect consumers from predatory leedingbas completely

iledthem Tbe bs ip.patt reu1ted in cuexS3 Tilo ccqiqoMercenosi DIU is the largest

bqildafflhted leudcrwhICI the bisst cpivs mpspxc pq nlagwheby its Ut house affiliated kndrDI4I

Mongagetinances DHlbomi aalsp.t lwaetotmdng9S% rats LOKI Thisigili highest among aU the

ut1drsi howe DHLMcrtgapsonatiensgtisfactiqn is among thelowest pf all thabuI1dzssi4jusuhgbtLy

beleranCountrywtde andRyland two mortgage originators already having bçe fowid to wrile predatory Igans

ndnds of nationwide ccnnera bays filed conlamts regarding PW predatory loans with vrclmui

ganIzatlons iwlndtng the FTC flue years JT records show that at least 44 çonswnors from ateast 17 states have

clsumd that DIII Mortgage ongumates predatory loans Federal and state courts have been dalygedwifepredatory

lending complaints againstiMfi and DMortgagc for ysgrs DIII sfld Dilt Mortgage ages Ward-Caljihan

Martuncz Mason Scbjkm CoflsFrasixa KnQbIQCIi Yow TrenthlyBrancck RiveraBvockwy hna

Costello snner Tcuelle Howe Carrier George Williams Bjickler Stowdll ctlterTo9u Wlf Buckmgiuam

Romo Smith TeamerRsddon HovandcrBeIduig Lackman Rlioadea.LoonaBradslmw Ador1nstaflo

Rosloopee Cefl Seafrid Evans MdirusMcVayNguycn Koski Greeitbg from Nevada3 Cabfotnia

Vuenia Anzosa Oregon Maryland Texas Georgia Colorado Washington l9ew Mexico illinois have each

been Implicated sons found civilly habls.and others repdrnnded for predatory lending cdral and state agenCies

ar currently covering up their lack of endorsement of conswncrprqtectloss laws becaus.thelrbabiUtytO the

general pubbc is ovarwbalznung comtNevada Commzsknet has nnde Las Vegas the foreclosure capdcluI

the world having decimated rttyvalutim that area for vcry single properly owner Judicial sndoIlcial

cornipticst in South arolma aBesufort and luftIoa Counties irrampant lbs dcral and mite judicanee1iavs

fuathered .andenibtedDHI.inlh.cing comsrs and now American tax payers Of sir hun4reds rnillioes.of

TARP fund by tim and again favoring Cliis corporate Interests over consumera pIlls d.fensq attorney who

have taken ethical oaths to not further crimes have nevertheless taken an activarte in assisting DHIs RJC Stats

bats which arsaupposed to polk attorneys have been proven unpotentor reluctant to stop ths attoilteys
criminal

.- ..

Tb mlsttt of the
forthcoming RICO filing is to provids psnnanent record of dcfendants role in-assisting the DIII

criminal cutespruss Even CEO Tcnmd stated in the seceid quarter conference call that DIII has origuuated

brihotusin loans over the past tun years These predatory loans conlà have been stopped by HUD five years ago by

Comnussienerflckhsrdt three years abtiudgs Mnstaoug two yszs ago led bypudgs Bemtez this yet

Another reason to flu this imminent RICO sins is to trgser d.fsm.tmon clainm by di individuals Cs disbarment

proceedings by lb 4.uendanz .gar One thUs have bees.Inillatsd can blindly reach mwipy file

cabnst withdraw ssvenl hundred rutoosta qfDHlspredatcsy lsnding prove every single allegation ithcsrtsmty

and achiÆve the public exposur that Dow requite Know that Dlii zu.ilthe Scripps Beoadcaswig Coiporabon in

1999 for far lass negative exposure thai have already brought them yet Dill do.snt aneunptto sue me for fe Of

additional exposure 99-CV.196 DIII flied SLAPP suit against consumers Sits Homes tfovada but lost to an

honest judge applying the Fftst AmendmŁnh
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422iThtWicP flied iwoea
1.becaissjudie Coltanc utbªpayrofl 1eatboutSuth Ciroli ajudgcjmp1yxcfbsad DHI

mjactlv reliif and a1kwed sa suniiabcnabls candpcaa14 WsuthlytO coibws as has ir 222 YL

Tahap md 1infth AsauayIaialcpohIdtemPOctccWtIIbfl$L Ibave

con1.tc1y distmpected yonrs bnk.dyow dcfcos cctupbca cr mccnsIeiwsskeady ddla1 aed

.sbld be disciplhi.d with cfewt 4o takxng this stap wouTdbs wan tacit acusai0n sum adocu

rth.atk ..

aäó.o.w1thca1
have nny ulltlnccs xi %l3owed thoas canxs You i4hmltitaian rovestigation into roy

actioni biPt

taking ts step wcu1ds sees atacit adiasslon or aadopfion thc alloptlcosby 811.Ics

To ifr 1c4iqfl hi .dçeI JstT $hat$ktui

is piuwiples at Banner is no isekiiton becauç1t iwcloys l00U adividuakvasd would adstxunental

e1içt on uneniployms.it This notth case since the bcilde ciserafly be sub contractpciapdbavaw

canporate en1oycvs PIW3 ldrcinnkz Is on dartnthsQZ 2009 confercece call cJaimInb$hfa

COisYrth5 largest ofcçsidcntlal buildcn enç3oyed 01g7 2900pecpl. Thsuswoul4 be g1gibinxt any Mt

lees in job ifDIII ware completely fOld pHVjnarket 3har.wpuldbe easily absorbed by ost 15 otfts

competitors ch.wculd be hepy to nec atgg employ some ofasless ctnnnil agonts and hrsHls leyscaged

and undorcu4ver-cejtq4 sub ççnuacoJ. I1owevçr bsnkzuptedIllII wou1dIriuis the interegUothouiaids of

..i aniuucoa
dfect so Instead Liuggasiths toIowIn In 2006 Qiaimi3n Dnal4 Horton rin1sdaa the 606rzcbeatnien
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Acknowledged Fraud Page of

DRHORTON
RACKETEERING

AND
PREDATORY

LEN DING
Example of Typical Horton

On August 2010 Horton acknowledged that it had

produced information for 128000 loans in response to two
Fraud

FTC civil investigative demands The demands served on DHI FTC COMPLAINT RECORDS

Mortgage were based on consumer complaints concerning violations of the
HUD RECORDS

Federal Trade Commission Act Truth in Lending Act Fair Credit Reporting Act

Consumer Credit Protections Act Equal Credit Opportunity Act among others SILENCE OF THE LAMBS

Horton vs Federal Trade Commission
Nevada Supreme Court

Nevadas Massive Cover Up

The FTC is demanding production of documents

on behalf of the publics interests The questions
Judicial Corruption

raised include DHIs not allowing consumers to

use realtors or other professionals when Horton Other Nationwide Lawsuits

purchasing homes or negotiating financing

communications with Engish deficient consumers Predatory $1.4 Billion civil suit against

policies regarding employee compensation for Lending
Nevada

referring consumers to DHI Mortgage financial

structure regarding yield spread premiums high
Nevadas 3rd Dirty Commissioner

number of legal and regulatory actions targeting

of particular racial and ethnic groups policies

State Investigations

regarding meeting specific sales goals State Fed Investigations
procedures for informing consumers of charges

related to loan originations etc

FTCs Demands

The FTCs findings are that Hortons

objections to the investigation are without basis

The FTC is currently investigating to determine

whether Horton has engeged in deceptive or

unfair acts or practices in or affecting commerce

in the advertisement marketing sale or servicing

of loans and also to determine whether

Commission action to obtain monetary relief

including consumer redress disgorgment or civil

penalties would be in the public interest

FTC Findings

http//www.drhortonfraud.coml
9/14/2011



Wlere Quality Counts and Honesty Matters

CANT BE MORE EMPHATIC ....IFYOU BUY FROM DR HORTON YOU WILL UKELY BE DEFRAUDED DR Horton se RICO operating company

developers DHI included httoI/e on.cnn.com/2006US1OIIZ9/tbl.mOrtQaoe.frid major investment group CM has even demanded accountabit

already discovered and officially documented era predatory lending antitrust tampering with federal infonnant mail fraud and tax evasion Officio

On January 30 2005 It was demanded that CEO Tomnita and ChaIrman Horton step down at the January 31 2005 shareholder meeting Each of thea

mortgage fraud cas which detailed thalr nationwide fraud 07-2625 JL httorlldoneldtomnltalsacrooic.infolDemand on Boerd.htrf Since this official

who have contacted from Nevada Illinois Oldahoma Virginia and California Additional information even including arson has been compiled at

Class actions are now being formed nationwide In the cress of mortgage fraudipredatory lending construction defect/lack of warranty and SEC den

There isa standing $6000 reward for additional Insider Information leading to the criminal conviction of Horton officers and executives Contact

THE MENU of 14 below listed web site descriptions and hyperlinks ar for real and not exaggerated Everything Is supported
with scanned docum

documents and will exceed 500/300 respectively with new information yet to be uploaded

THE MENU

httv/lwww.hadd.comiorocess dstsssrch.ohDhttollwwwJ1obb.orollndex.0h0OD4lOnCOm contenttezkbloQCatecorvld64ltemld295hftDFlWW

conspiracy to defraud extending to upper management throughout the regions of Nevada and Northern Cailfornia Hortons once hottest marks

including Nevada Pennsylvania Texas Virginia and florida dozen ecanshtlvllwww.drtiortonfreud.com Horton correspondence with and Co

by three legal teem In attempted cover up of predatory lending 60 scanned official documents httollwww.drhOrtOncouldhaveklilediTle.cOm sight

htto//www.ditiortonsucks.Mfo 4-500 consumer testimonlali regarding mortgage fraud defects and warranty misrepresentations as recently as Octc

httol/www.donaldtomnltzlsacrook.com massive tax .vaslon in Pennsylvania and coercion of the whistle blowers dozen scans httorllwww.donal

fraud has bean rampant at the company for years dozen scans over thre dozen certified mail labelahtterllwww.drtlortonhomelemOfl.com predat

development dozens of Intended scans htthJMww.drhortotthomeiemon.inifo quality and warranty misrepresentations
and double talk Half dozen

developments near carcinogenic EMF and chemicals thereby risking coneumers health half dozen scanshttnJlwww.drhortonhorneOfhorrois.iflfe

ruin and intimidate half dozen scanshttoflwww.drhortonhomesatlflk.com DR Horton practice of shafting Its own employees who then turn and be

htto//www.drhortonhomessilntchifo lend misrepresentations and major construction defects nationwide Silil under development dozens of Intend

The very short list Df recently
filed cases across the nation is as follows

Nevada State Court Case 05.A.503121-C Fraud and deceptive busriess practices California State Case R1C369796 Fraud and deceptive busriess practices

Federal Court Case 07-cv.6I030-WJZ Frauc Truth in Lending eolalior Georgia Federal Couti Case 07-cv-00081-bae-grs RESPA violalion Virginia Federal

CM INVESTMENT GROUP CALLS ON HORTON TO ADDRESS COMPLIANCE FAILURES Institutional investor CM with $1.4T In securities has

manage their currently in house predatory mortgage lendIng arm DNI Mortgage httollwww.ctwinvestmentclrouo.cornlfileedmlnlclroun fliaCtW mv

Investment community is realizing that the cst is out of the bag Wears now in aim for all for shareholder derivative suits and putative class action

Regarding Predatory Lending Horton has admitted to 96% captive capture rate of writing mortgages for its home building operations where 70% is aimed

wolaled RESPA by tying its mortgage lending operations to home sales In Nevada case 05 503121C on August 31 2007 the jury in Steven Betsinger

entities had committed deceptive trade practices The idlY further found that DHI Mortgage end Daniel Callahan had committed fraud in the Northern District of

same deceptive trade practices and bait and switch tactics regarding DHI mortgage services The 200 constmiar declaraitunS within are gathered from at least

Where land misrepresentations are conceme in South Carolina state case 06 CP 071658 residents ole Horton community have been silenced by the

operation until 2010 by DR Horton Alter purchase the golf course was essentially rezoned and the construction of 250 homes was begun In an intemai ansi

case if 369796 resIdents had not been told that the a4oinmg open hills would be developed witon months of their purchase and that other adjoining land was Ut

housing
in Nevads the Sunridge Heights and Manor communities were guaranteed by Horton thai the wash behind their homes would not be developed

rezoned and hundreds of additonal unite are under construction Contact Congressman IorPoilsnniIm5ilbotise one He has been apprised of this fraud Ic

their quiet private streets by Horton which then subsequently used them to service the next iarger neighboring communities

Where Federei Title 18 threatening and tampering with informants are concerned retirement community in Peunsyfranta has bean threatened into near silenc

Texas vocai retirees Fogal and Corrente have been threatened into near silence for recounting their stories which are available by seaming their names at

state whereby the TRCC regulatory commission rneanl to protect conarrters from fraudulent builders has had seats appointed to builder friendly officials wIlt

for the states labor board was targeted In murder conspiracy when he started gathering too much informalion regarding Federai probe into tax evasion by th

oniine/stpries/021704/met 14837472.shtml in California the author of this site has experienced distinct and proven retaliatory actions by Horton the last

Attention Attorneys General If you need inside informalion have contacts for over dozen defectors They have the inside on how Horton deceptively do

division by manipulating locked interest rates inflaming cioelng costs not onediting incentives and discounts and the like.. Even more insiders regarding corner

Hortons bottom un and shareholder expectations

ThE 400 HORTON CONSUMER TESTIMONIALS CONTAINED WITHIN ARE FOR REAL.. 100 MORE HAVE BEEN GATHEF

INFORMATION ARE DAUNTING SO READ THE BOLD HIGHLIGHTS The reason that have not been sued is that Hor

further revealed Horton has however taken other actions

When you search ford horton on the first Iwo pages you wili find sources such as consurneraffairs topix citydata..whidi corroborate this site Link to those

sources wiii recounl stories of depleted savings college funds 401ks steeplesaness siress and anaiety toxic mold and electricai fires ruined careers and farni

criminals complete with iheir vary own damning inteinal emails are displayed at www.drhorloncoukThavekilieJiYieCOifl Business Week has printed four articles

mortgage melt down trauds are I/sled on the next page raider the predatory lending tab

RACKETEERING An organized conspiracy to commit or attempt the crime of coercion COERCION Compelli

9/14/2011
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Construction

Defects

Warranty Fraud

If were to download all of the dissatisfaction to this web site It would crash There may not be enough memory on the web toilet It eli For at least

http//www.drhortonsucks.info/



Home Page of

more acts 3.constituting pattern 4.of racketeenng activity 5.directly participates in 6.an enterprise 7.the

MIND AS YOU READ THE WITHIN....4001l1... VERY SIMILAR CONSUMER TESTIMONIALS -THIS IS NO JOKE

Attention shareholders RESPONSE TO ThIS SITE HAS BEEN INCREDIeLE THE MOST CONSERVATIVE ESTIMATES PUTS THE VALUE OF PREVENTI

CONSUMERSI This silo wit reniam in operation until all board room ongineted criminal activities cease and consumers are meannigfufly protected

DHI has been trading In sideways pattern fat the past three months The stock is falling today after Jim Crarno put out fairly negatIve quote on th

seriously questioning whether or not the company would be able to malce it Technical indicators for DHI are bearish and steady whit gives

Honnebuilder 101

Ilomebuildars Yeah thafs light Its been while since youve thought about these guys since the hedge funds and banks have taken over the headlines Butt

flonidabtalder shares his thoughts about what cash flow mean to the major homebuiidars Though he thinks thai KB Home and NVR may be on sold footing hi

at serious liquidity issues

its sad but true the crimes committed by Americas BuIlder havent been seen since ENRON Hortons own documents make the case some of wh

Lending Antitrust and even Coercion by the natlonts largest builder DR Horton and wholly owned affiliate DHl Morigagel Within these pages you will find 41

seat to organization or class actions Verification of the testmcniala by business week articles Incklde the roflcwrng

D.R Horton sued for lending practices By Matt Siagle

www.businessweek comlaolftnancialnewsID8QTNRJOl htm

D.R Horton Inc one of the nations largest homebuilders Is being sued by one-time customer who says he was forced to

filing The lawsuit charges the homebuilder with violating the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act according to filing with the

Southern District of Georgia May 2007 complaint filed in U.S Dlstnct Court Northern District of Californial says the homebuili

discounts and incentives yada yada yada click the above link for the complete stoy or teed the hundreds of testimonials

DflHortonsucks.lnlo is one of five Interlrsted sites designed to provide central clearinghouse of Information which is available to and monItored by law

respectrre enforcement
agencies

such as divisions of banking antitrust tenting and consumer protections the 535 members in both houses of Congress Wa

Private and class action attorneys filing suits on behalf of defrauded consumers SyndIcated national print and broadcast media

As before if the foilowing pages crash from too much data Input additional but less updated information can be viewed at drhortonconfidentiai corn At Confud

DO NOTHING which has Instead required private citizens to protect American immigrants retirees and the underprivileged -who by the way and coincidentally

President has finally acknowledged the predatory tending rempant across the nation which has been perfected wIth near scientific precIsion by

Receipt of notification of the fraud by many of the above entitles Is absolutely verified by certified U.S government mail and can be viewed at

and including Donald Horton end Donald Tomnila to enforce Hortons rights and to prevent further nationwide freud Ia also verified by USPS mc
these documents at www.drhortorifraud.com

Please send your comments to my email account at mIssudvaftivahoo.com to add to the over 500 consumers already fount

capability at this site is still under development Please post your blog at an affilIates site and browse while therewww.New

Please keep your comments to truthful recounts of your exp.alencea YOU ARE PROTECTED by the following Federal Laws

Title 18 U.S Coda Section 1512 Tampering with an Informant sub part Whoever Intentionally harasses another person end thereby hinders pre

Stales the commission or possible commission of Federal offene.or attempts to do so shall be fined not more than $25000.00 or Imprisoned nc

Title 18 U.S Code Section 1513 Retaliating against an Informant sub part Whoever knowingly with the Intent to retalIate takes any action hann

commission or possible commission of any Federal offense shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 10 years or both.Please feel

transgressions and schemes that you may have been victim of

An example of Horton Compassion

Family has not heard from Horton Jeckie Mull Sarah Anne Walkers younger staler said Tuesday that Its bean more than week since her sin

Horton Sarahs employer has tried to contact or return any phone calls to her Immediate family They have not offered any condolences to any of

have not called her brother and they have not called me .....The Mulls wars making funeral arrangements at the time end wanted to know If they wot

the company told her they would not be paying those commissions They told us Sarah was no longer an employee of D.R Horton and we are not

should have paid for it ithe funeral and be dam glad to do that feel like they should have stepped up Immediately covering costs md do what the

costy.. answer is Its not about decency at Horton its about the bottom tine httollnewhomebuitdersnewsbloo.coml

Additional exposees in Business Week articles

httpllwww.busnewoek.c/magazine/contentlpl 33/b4046601.htm

httpf/www.businessweek.comimagazinecuntenuur auwunouuo1iuu

httml/imaues.businessweek.corn/ss/0710W0802 alma/Index O1.htm

j/iwwbusinosswe..corn/maqpzne/contentlO7 33/b4048608.htm

The named defendants Donald Tomnutz and Donald Horton have opted not to answer substantive questions regarding the myriad fra

have guaranteed that this site prominently remains in operation to prevent future consumer fraud which in turn severely injures
the

notified by fax of recent ongoing predatory lending schemes receleved from consumers visiting this site The frauds are detailed andt

recounted stories iF YOU ARE VICTIM CONTACT ME AND YOUR STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL

Why cant been sued for libel/defamation -Because the truth hurts

Section 45a of the California Civil Code provides protection for privileged publication or broadcast made in any judicial proce

proceeding By fair and true report if the publication of the matter complained of was for the public benefit

Because of the value of public comment on newsworthy events the First Amendment requires that in order to establish defamationc

malice Actual malice generally refers to statements made with knowledge of their falsity or in reckless disregard for whether they wer

CEO DONALD TOMNITZ AND THE DR HORTON BOARD ARE CROOKS AND HAVE KNOViN ABOUT THE FEDERAL PREDATORY LENDING FOR YEARS

Please visit the links below for further details This 5th of five web sites is stIll under development Email me and send your

missudpat@yahoo.com in your mail server window

drhortonfraud.com

http//www.drhortonst.icks.info/
9/14/2011
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